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Reverend Sir,” $145 vat , E 

Ivil Liberty has been always ſupported by in- 4 
4 vincible force of Argument; and, Civilized Na- (ti 
tions have never reckoned it too dear a' purchaſe, 4 | 
when they could gain and ſecure it at wv expenſe = 
of Blood and Treaſure. The Hiſtory of paſt ages | | 
is full of memorable tranſactions to that 2 i = 
There we | behold numbers of Steady Patriots in the _ | 
State and of brave Heroes in the Field, acting their F 
ſeveral Parts in concert with Honour and judgment; i 
inſpired with a noble ardour of mind, and with a. Hf 
yu Zeal, fot the * of. Mankind, never to be 9 
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FS A Dxexexnce of 
Sacrificed to Arbitrary Power in any Shape. There 
we ſee the friends of Liberty in diſtreſs, making 
their laſt Efforts, which Providence doth -often crown 
with Succeſs, - for procuring to their dear Country a 
ſtate of National Felicity and Glory. 1 

Chriſtiap Liberty, on account of it's Superior Ex- 
cellence fa 
of ſuch as have the true Ifitereſt of Religion at heart. 
| It is an High and Honourable - priviledge to call no. 
man Father upon the Earth, and that one is our Maſter, 
even Chriſt, to have the whole of our Religion under 
the ſole Direction of Him, whoſe perfect Laws are 
the productions of Infinite Wiſdom and Goodneſs, un- 
capable of Amendment, and abhorrent of Additions, 
by fallible mortals. - 

This Divine Immunity is an excellent means for 
preſerving the Religion of Chriſt in it's original pu- 
rity ; ; being quite oppoſite to all the human Inyen- 
tions and_ Impoſitions, by which it has often been, 


and is ſtill apt to be, miſerably polluted and adul- 


terated. It is a ſtrong Barriere againſt all encroach- 
ments of men, of every Station in Life, upon the 


Sacred Rights of Conſcience and private Judgment, 


over which none of them can have any juſt Title 
to a proper Authority ; ; they being wholly ſubje& to 
Him, who is the only Lord of Conſcience. 


This Sacred Liberty, were it conſiſtently and uni). 


verſally maintained, would go well nigh to baniſh out of 
Chriſtendom. many devouring Plagues, which have long 
infeſted it, to the great Scandal of the Chriſtian Name ; 
ſuch as, SUPERSTITION, SCHISM, a narrow ParTY= 
Semrr, a furious BIND Trax, Learned Dispur- 
Arious TririinG, and doating about © weſtions and 
Strifes of- words, whereof cometh Envy, Strife, Rail. 
ings, evil Surmiſings, perverſe Diſputing of men of 


corrupt Minds, and deſtitute of the 71 ruth. (1 Tim. 


vi. 


3 


and Advantages, muſt merit the attention 


Pre 
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CHRISTIAN” LI BEAT v. 3 
vi. 4, 5. ), SPIRITUAL TYRANNY, with all the Miſchiefs 


of Portsxy and PERSECUTION. In oppoſition. to all 
theſe Abominations, it would effectually promote Peace 


and Unity in the Chriſtian Church, which is the 
Kingdom of Chrift; a Kingdom of Righteouſneſs, peace, 
and joy in the Holy Ghoſt ; a Kingdom erected in the 


world for the Reformation of Mankind, for forming 
the Image of God in the Soul of Man, and for ex- 
alting us to the Eternal Glory and Happineſs of Hea- 


ven. 

The Qocadicn of my being led into a Debate v 
on this Important and U ſeful Subject, was this. The 
Presbytery of Antrim, of which I have the Honour 


of being a Member, laid before the General Synod, 


in the Year 1726, an healing Paper, called; Expedients 


for Peace among the Proteſtant Diſſenters in the North 
of Ireland. Their firſt Ex 


pedicnt was mutual for- 
bearance, warmly recommended in the Goſpel, and ap- 
plicable to their Differences in Judgment and Prac- 
tice. To this end, they expreſſed their Sentiments of 
Chriſtian Liberty in Six PRoposrrioxs, which contain 
their Opinions on the Points controverted between 
their Brethren and them. Theſe Propoſitions they 
Publiſhed in the Lear 1727, in their NARRATIVE 

the Proceedings of Seven General Synods of the Northern 
eſbyterians in Ireland, &c. Page 185, 186, 187, 188. 
I have here tranſcribed them, that the Reader may ſee 
them in one view, and afterwards turn to any one 
of them, as it is referred to in the Courſe of the Debate. 


THE SIX PROPOSITIONS. | 


Prop. I. OUR Land Jeſus Chri ft, the only Head Ei 
and Law-giver to his Church, hath by his invaricble 
Laws, recorded in the New  Teflament, perfe#ly and ſuffi- 
ciently Determined all the Conditions and Terms which 
1 Chriſtian Church, or any part of it, or any private 
Member 


\ 


56 A DEN of | 
or "Officer's in it, 


phance: with ſuch Impoſitions, they are fo 


concerning their 


Member or Members, or am C 
con ſuered either in his or their Relation to particular 


OO "Churches or Congregations, or to the. Catholick Church, | 


or to Ecclfiaflical Afſoctations and Afſemblies, ought to 


comply with, in order to their being Qualified for, re- 


ceived into, and continued in external Religions Communion, 
whether Miniſterial or Chriſtian, in the viſible Charch. All 


Ghriftians who comply with Chriſt's Terms, have a right 


. by the Goſpel Charter to be received into religious Com- 
. munion in all Churches in which they are called to it; 


and no Church ur Set of uninſpired Men whether met in 
Synods, Councils, or any other Society, have any Power 
from Chrift to add any other Terms of religious Com- 
munion to thoſe he hath ſettled in the Goſpel ; aud when 


ever they preſume to do ſo, all their Deciſions, Laws 


amd Canons, and all the 
are Null and Void int 


Sant#tons annexed to them, 
elves, not only for want of # 


competent Authority to ena# them, but for their con- 


trariety to ſome plain and important Laws of the Goſpel, 
wherein the bleſſed Head cf the Church bath reſerved 
to himſelf the: peculiar Power and Prerogative of enatt- 


our religious Communion; and when Chriftians refaſe Com- 
far from be- 
ing Guilty of deſpifing lawful. Authority, thut their piows 
Zeal for the ſcriptural Purity and catholick Simplicity of 


religious (Communion ought to be ' commended after the Ex- 


ample ef St. Paul, who in ſuch a: Cafe wou d not give 
place by Subjection, no not for an Hour, that the 
Truth of the Goſpel might be continued, Gal. ii. 5. 
Prop. IL.CANDTDATES for the Holy Miniſtry 
may give clear and ſufficient Evidence of their "Soundne/s 
in the Faith, without ſubſcribing or profeſſing an Aſſent 
to any one impoſed uninſpired Form of Articles or Confeſfio 
of Faith; and they may as fully ſatisfy their Ordainers, 
g to preach #he Chriſtian - th, 
without 


— 


2 


ing end preſcribing ail neceſſary Conditions and Terms of 


ive rage implicit Faith, and the taking 


prove their 


to the Goſpel, any pretended Law or Canon of any church 


F 


* 
— 


CHRISTIAN LIBERTY. + 
without e any ſuch Confeſſion, as they may 
5 e to preſide 2 . | 
of God, without declaring their Aſſent to any preſcribed. 
Human Liturgy. or form of Prayer. 
Prop. III. WE are humbly of Qpinion, that the great 
Head of the Church hath giuen no power to the Church 
to make any Canon or religious Law, by which an Intrant 
into the Miniflry who gives ſufficient Proof of his Sound- 
neſs in the Faitb, and of his having all the other miniflerial 
Q walifications and Abilities required in the Goſpel, ſhall 
be re Ordination or 


fuſed Licence to preach the Goſpel, 
Inflalment, meerly becaufe he refuſeth to give his Aſent 
or Subſcription to the Weſtminfter-Confeſfion, or ta any 
one uninſpired Confeſſion, as the fole and exclufive Teſt 
and Standard of "Orthodoxy and Term of miniſterial Com- 
munion; and ſeeing Chriſt bimfelf hath neither made, 
nor given any Power to others to make any ſuch Law, 
it ought to be treated and conſidered by all Perſons affeft= 
ed by it as NULL and VOID in it ſelf And it is 
the Duty of Miniſters to licence, ordain, and inftal, upon 
a regular cation, all wha are Qualified according 


whatſoever te the contrary notꝛuithſffanding. 

Prop. IV. 20 impoſe a Declaration of. Afſent to the 
Weſtminſter-Confeſſion upon Parents, as the. Condition 
of the Baptiſin of their Children, is to add a new Term 
of Communion which Chrift never appointed ; to encou- 
of the Name of God 
in vain, by the greateſi Number of Parents, whoſe Capa- 
city, Education and Opportunities can't be ſuppoſed ſuffi 
cient to enable them tomake ſuch a Profeſſion\with Under 


landing. & Judgment ;.is am arbitrary Refuſal of a: Seal of 


the Chriſtian Gevenans, and & a groſs Abuſe of the pafioral 
Office , therefore wwe can't in conſcience join in any fubth 
Impoſetien, tho ue ſcruple not to give aur publick. Advice 
and Recommendation to Parents, at the Baptiſm of their 
13 92 N | G laren, 


. 


n \ 1 * i 


8 * Drrzxcr of”: 4 +: A 
children, ſeriouſly to peruſe the Weſtminſler-Confeſſion 


Wi 
and Catechiſms, as a good Summary of the main Heads Coz 
of the Chrigian Doctrine, comparing them with the Word i Le 
of God; that their Faith ſtand not in the Wiſdom of Ci 
Men, but in the Power of God; and that they would NY Pe 


uſe them as good Helps for their Growth in Knowledge, 791 
and for inſtructing their Children. e ee 
Prop. V. THE requiring from the Members of our vil 
Judicatories, or from any other Chriſtian in Communion | ©! 
with us, Declarations of Faith, upon the Penalty of Non- on 
communion, while the Perſon required to make ſuch De- 4 a 
clarations ſtands in Judgment upon an Accuſation, and N 
cannot be fairly convicted upon Evidence; or, for re- Li 
moving of Fealouſies, even tho the Declaration ſhould be Th 
required from an Apprehenſion in the Fudicatory require=- wel 
ing it, that it will contribute to the Glory of God, and che 
the Edification of Souls, appears to us to he a new Term ob 
of Communion which chriſt hath not preſcribed ; and the: the 
ſetting up in the church an EXORBIT ANT and cl 
ARBITRARY Power, contrary to the Eſſential pu 
Rights of natural Equity, ever/ive of Chriſtian - Diſci- or 
pline; a Snare to Conſcience, deſtructive of the Liberties | _ 
of Chriftians, and the holding of an Inquiſition, juſtly de! 
complain'd of, and clearly refuted from 5 Holy Scrip- 815 
tures, by the moſt pious and learned Proteftants of al Per- Fi | 
ſuaſions;, and a tame Submiſſion to ſuch Claims of Power, Lil 
and a Complyance with its Demands, even tho the Ar- fef 
ticle to be declared, ſhould appear true and important to 
him upon whom the Declaration is impoſed, appears to us Co 
0 * 4 41 ul Violation of ſome plain and important Laws | pl 
] of t 5 ojpel. 8 85 N Hee Ly F N 
Prop. . SUBSCRIPTIONS andDeclarations ae 
_ which are called VOLUNT ARY, when 'the Subſeyibers Tr 
and Declarers know that the Non-ſubſcribers and Non- fou 
declarers muſt incur a popular Odium, and are in Danger 600 
S being rendered uſeleſs in the Work of the Minipry, | 


plyance with them betrays it. 


a 


- — 


with reſpe# to many at lea, who they know will break 
Communion with — 5 on that Score, Fer to us not tobe 
really voluntary; but to carry with them a 

Sting of real Impoſitions, loaded with heavy and ſevere 
Penalties, and therefore we can tin Cages ence comply 
with theam. 

In the Year 1741, The Predbyriion of A ad- 
viſed me to publiſh a Sermon preadhed by the Re- 
verend Mr. "ter Dauchal, on the melancholy occafi- 
on of the Death of the late Reverend Mr. John 
Abernethy, with an Appendix ( prepared likewiſe by 
Mr. Duchal ) containing ſome brief Memoirs of the 
Lives and Characters of the late Reverend Meſſieurs 
Thomas Shaw, William Taylor, Michael Bruce, and Sam- 
uel Haliday. 'Theſe five worthy Miniſters, having all 
cheerfully concurred in the Six Propoſitions, I was 
obliged to publiſh the Propoſitions, for explaining 
the Sentiments of Chriſtian Liberty, which they ha 
eſpouſed, - Upon this occaſion, in the Year 1742, you 


publiſhed the Pamphlet mentioned in my Title-Page, 


containing exceptions againſt the Six Propoſitions. = 
For enlightening the Subject of this Dzrznce, I 
defire that the Connection as well as Matter of the 
Six PROPOSITIONS may be carefully obſerved. The 
Finsr Propoſition gives the true Idea of Cbriſtian 


Liberty, as it relates to our external Religious Pro- 


feſſion and Practice, and the juſt Foundation upon 
which it ſtands. Unſeriptural Terms of Religious 
Communion are violations of it, and a tame com- 
But true Chriſtian Li- 
berty acknowledges no other Limitations but what 
are ſet to it by the Laws of Chrift. 
Truths contained in this Propoſition, being the ſtable 
foundation and preſeryative of the Liberty where- 
with Chriſt has made «us Free, ought not to be con- 
idered as n 8 introduced into the Con- 
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I the Force and 


The great 


Mo -A-DxzxFENCE of 

troverſy W Subſcribers and Non-ſubſeriber in 
the North of Ireland; but as General Important Prin- 
ciples of Chriſtianity, in which all Sects and Parties, 
all denominations of Chriſtians are deeply concerned. 
The Impoſing Spirit is the only thing that has made, 
and kept up, Parties in the Church of Chriſt. T ake 
out of the Church: all Terms of Communion which 
are not to be found in the BiBre, all party-diſ- 
tinctions will immediately evaniſh, and pure Catholic 
Chriſtianity will remain and flouriſh in the world. 
For the Service of ſo Glorious a Cauſe, I have col- 
lected and explained the Scripture-Arguments - againſt 
all -unſcriptural Terms of Communion in ſuch univer- 
ſal Terms, as to be juſtly applicable to all caſes 
where ſuch unſcriptural Terms are impoſed ; ſo as 


to be of General uſe among Chriſtians, in an affair 


of great Moment, viz. the regulation of their re- 
ligious Communion, according to.the Scriptures. The 
other Fivx Propoſitions contain a true and juſt ap- 
plication of the FIRST to the Impoſition © 
Creeds and Confeſſions, Declarations, and Proceedings 
by way of Inquiſition, mentioned in Synodical debates, 
or controverted between Miniſters and their Hearers. 

The method I deſign to purſue in this Derenxce 
is Firſt, to prove the Truth of the Six PRorosrrroxs 
in the order in which they ftand : Secondly, to an- 
ſwer your Exceptions againſt them, conſidering what 
you advance againſt the Frgsr before I enter on the 


| . proof of the StconD, and to treat them all in the 


ſame manner, that the evidence for and againſt each 
of them may be more eaſily weighed, and the Rea- 
der aſſiſted in judging which of them do's preponderate 


in an unprejudiced Mind; and, LastLy, when the Ar- 


1 gumentative part of this paper is finiſhed, I hope 


you'll excuſe me, Sir, if I ſhall take ſome notice of your 


perſon) reflections, of your miffepreſentations of Fact, 
and 


human 


4 
tc 
to 


CAHRTSTIAN LIBERTY. 11 
and of your manner of writing, wherein you ſeem 


to act out of Character; with a . Admonition 
to you to amend wines Is blameable), . 43% 


A D'EP EN OE FA 
The F IRS T Paorosir ox. Ee 


OR proof of the Firſt Propoſition. (which, the 
Reader is defired to peruſe, TIT: E 4 
the following Arguments. 
1-32 RS CV MENT © 
The appointment of any Terms of Religious Com- 
munion whether Miniſterial or Chriſtian, beſide thoſe 
already fixed in the Goſpel, is an Viarp ation. of the 
Royal Prerogative of our Lord Jeſus Chritt, the only 
Head, Lord, Lawgiver, and King of his Church, 
which is His Kingdom : And therefore, . the Fresr 
Propoſition 1s not only true, but Very impor- 
tant. That Chriſt is the only Head, King and 
Lawgiver of his Church, is evident from the follows 
ing paſſages of Scripture, © M.atth. Xxili. 8, 9, 10. 
But be not ye called Rabbi: for one is your "Maſter, 
even Chriſt, and all ye are Brethren.” And call 2 
Man your Father upon be earth - for one is your Fa- 
ther which"is in Heaven. Neither he ye called Maſters & 


2 


for one is your Maſter, even Chriſt. Epheſ. 1. 22, 23 375 


And hath put all things under his feet, and gave him 


to be the Head over all things to the Church; hich . is 


his Body, the fullneſs of him that _—_ "alin all. 
Epheſ. iv. 5. One Lord,----- Colol. 18. And 
he is before al things, and by him FE bigs conf ift, 


and he is the Head of the Body, the Church - who is 


the beginning, the firft born from the dead; that 
in all things he might hade the preeminence. „John 


xviii. 36. My Kingdom is not of this world. Matth. 
xxviii. 18. And — came and ſpake unto — ſaying, 
B 2 All 
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f na Devenrcs of: 
All power is given unto ne in Heaven and in Earth: 


Matth. xxv. 34. Then ſball the King jay unto them on 
his right hou Come uſes of my 3 
iv. 12. There is one Laugiver, who is able to ſave and 
to deſtroy; "who art thou that judgeſt another? Rom. 
xiv. 4, 9. Who art thou that judgeſt another man's Ser- 
vant :-==<= to his own maſter he  fland#th or falleth ? 
For to this end Chriſt both died and roſe and revived, 
that he might be Lord both of the dead and living. 
Thoſe paſſages prove, not only the Sole Legiſlative © Ch 
Power of Chriſt as King and Head of his Church, f/ 
but the unlimited extent of it to all affairs and concerns of 
that are of a meer religious nature; He having a | ove 
Fower- in Heaven and Earth, over all things, and in | be! 
all things to his Church, ſo as to allow none to be || wr 
called their Maſter in Religion but himſelf. I cannot the 
imagine, that any words can be more ftrong, clear, | 
and expreſs for confirming this point. 


If Chrift be the only Lawgiver to his Church, then (r 


3 4 4 


it muſt be His Sore prerogative to preſcribe - the || iv. 
Terms of their religious Communion, becauſe the || un 
preſcribing of thoſe Meri is a plain and undoubted De 
exerciſe of a proper Legiſlative. power : and, it is im- || be 
pots to exerciſe a power of enjoyning Terms of O. 

ommunion, without a power of . caſting out of the. || ap 
Church ſuch as decline the preſcribed Terms; and, ou 
if any others, beſide. Chriſt, have this power, this ab- ſet 
ſurd conſequence will follow, that ſuch perſons are. | an 
to be regarded as Kings and Lawgivers in Chriſt's 4 
Kingdom; and if ſo, Chriſt is not the Sole King in t 
his Church, he is not the Sole Maſter of his own. „. 
Family, He is not the Head in all things, and over. be 
all things to his Body the Church; but there muſt. iii 
be as many Lords, Maſters and Lawgivers in his. || it 
Church, as there are Perſons or Societys of men, that. IT 
have a proper Authority and Power to give them || ic 


new 
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new Terms of Religious Communion, which is very 
abſurd; and it is the more fo, becauſe our Blefſed 

Lord has expreflly forbid it in his own Apoſtles, the 
prime Miniſters of his Kingdom, neither be ye called 
Maſfers for one is your Maſter, even Chriſt; and he 


expreſſly limits their Commiſſion, Matth. xxviii. 19, 
20. Go ye therefore and teach all Nations, teaching 


them to obſerve all things ꝛuhutſoever I have commande 


you; and accordingly they delivered nothing to the 


Church but what they had received from the Lord Je- 


fas Chriſt, either immediately, or by the Inſpiraflon 


of the Holy Ghoſt. They diſelaimed all Dominion 
over the faith of Chriſtians, and ſet up only for 
being helpers of their joy (2 Cor. ii. 24. ). When they 
wrote tothe Church at Antioch concerning Circumciſion, 
they declared that what they did ſeemed good to the 
Holy Ghoſt and to them, (Acts xv. 28. ). They preath- 
ed Jeſus Chriſt the Lord, and themſelues the Servants, 
(not Lords) of the Churches for Jeſus ſake (2 Cor. 
iv. 5.). The Apoſtle Peter lays all Chriftian Paſtors 
under a Solemn Prohibition of being Lordi over God's 
heritage ( 1 Pet. v. 3.) . But Lords they are and muft 
be, who can take in and turn out upon Tue 
Own Terms, and who are not ſatisfied with the Terms 
appointed by out Great Lord and Maſter. . His graci- 
ous Terms of Communion are entirely and inyariably 
ſettled in the Holy: Scriptures, which are a perfect 
and Infallible Rule of Faith' and Obedience. For, 
all Scripture is given by Inſpiration of God, and is pro- 


fitable for Dodtrine, for Reproof, for Correction, for In- 
firuSion in Righteouſneſs, that the man of God may 


be perfect, throughly furniſhed to all good works. (2 Tim. 
I. 17. }. This do's quite ſuperſede the neceſſity, nay 
it condemns the Impoſition, of any new unſeriptural 
Terms of Religious Communion; becauſe fuch un- 
{criptural Terms cannot be good works - for if they 


Were 


A Derrtnce of | 

were good works, the Man of God could not be made 
perfect, could not be throughly furniſhed to all good 
works, by the Scripture. And, is it not a very unac- 
countable thing, that Religious Communion, which is 
both a religious Duty and a religious Privilege, 
ſhould be made to depend upon a Condition which, is 
no good work at all; which is a meer human In- 


vention, and fo far from being a good work, that the 


Impoſition of it, is derogatory from the Royal preroga- 
tive of Chriſt as our only Maſter, and from the per- 
fection of the Holy Scriptures as the only Rule of 
our Religion. For which Reaſon, all the Laws and 
Canons of the Church, which impoſe thoſe unſcrip- 
tural Terms, are in themſelves null and void; and 
Chriſtians, from a zeal for the Royal Supremacy of 


Chriſt and the Perfection of his Laws, ought to treat 


them with the juſt diſregard they Goferue. - 
2 ARGUMENT II. 


The Laws and Canons of a cp awhict *** 
new and unſcriptural Terms of Religious Communion, 
have 10 
therefore, they are a grievous entxoachment on the 
Rights of Conſcience - and private” Judgment. That 
they have no power over Conſcience, I prove from this 
Eſſentiall proteſtant principle, viz. that the Bible is 
the only Rule of Faith and Chriſtian Practice; and, 
therefore, the Laws and Canons enjoyning unſerip- 
tural Terms of Religious Communion: can be mo rule 
of either Faith or Chriſtian Practice. The Conſequence 
is plain to a Demonſtration, unleſs we can ſwallow 


this groſs contradiction, that there is an only rule of 


Faith and Practice, which is the BIBIE; and yet there 
is ANOTHER rule, 'beſide the only rule which is the 
Canons of the Church. If theſe ſame Canons be no 
rule of Faith and Chriſtian Practice, they can have 


no 


er and authority over Conſcience; and, | 
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Curtis TIAN LIBER x | 
o power or authority over Conſcience. For Con- 
ſcience determines every man who do's it juſtice to 
onform himſelf, entirely, in the whole of Religion, 
o the will of God, who is the only Lord of Conſcience; 
and, therefore the meer will of man is fo far from 
having any authority over Conſeience, that if it pays 
any regard to the will of man in its dictates and de- 
ciſions, it deviates manifeſtly from it's only rule; and 


Ithe ſincerity of the man, thus influenced by meer 


human Authority, is diminiſbed in proportion to 
the degree of that undue influence ; which is of 
dangerous . conſequence to true Religion, by cor- 
rupting and debauching the Conſciences of the Ser- 
vants of Chriſt, and making them the Servants 
Men. The Plea of Conſcience is overruled by the Im- 
poſers of new and unſcriptural Terms of Religious 
Communion. The excommunicating Canons, impoſ- 
ing them, leave no Salvo for the rights and free exer- 
ciſe of any man's Conſcience. The Apoſtle Paul was, 
indeed, of another mind, Rom. xiv. i 6, 14, 
23. Him that is weak in the faith receive you, but not 
to doubtful diſputations. For one believeth that he may 
eat all things another who is weak, eateth herbs. Let 
not him that eateth, deſpiſe him that eateth not © and let 
not him which eateth not, judge him that eateth for God 
hath received him. Who art thou that judgeſt another 
man's Servant? to his own Maſter he flandeth or falleth: 
Yea, he ſhall be holden up for God is able to make him 


fand. One man efteemeth one day above another . ano- 


ther eſteemeth every day alike. Let every man be fully 


perſuaded in his own mind. He that regardeth the day, 
regardeth it unto the Lord ; and he that regardeth not the 
day, to, the Lord he doth not regard it. He that eateth, 
eateth to the Lord, for he giveth God thanks ; and he that 
eateth not, to the Lord he eateth not, and giveth God thanks, 
I know and am perſuaded by the Lord Yeſus, that there 
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for whatſoever is not 


cauſe it is not 


f 
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15 nothing 1 of it / If but to him that efleemeth any 
thing to be unclean, to him it is unclean and he that 


doubteth is danned if he eat, becauſe he eateth not of faith 


of faith, is Sin. Rom. xv. 
e receive you one another, as Chri 
the Glory of God. Here the Inf 


7. Whe 
% alſo received us, to 
ired apoſtle forbiddeth all 


Y Or 


pres See on theRights of Collivientse, by laying any 
authoritative injunction on the Servants of another Maſter 
to do any action, which they believe in their Conſciences 
to be ſinful ; and, at the ſame time gives ſuch Character 
of theſe Conſciencious Chriſtians as ſhows them to be ac- 
ceptable to God, and juſtly entitled to the Charity and re- 
ligious Gommunion of the faithful, even tho' the matter 
againſt which they have Conſciencious Scruples ſhould 


be in it ſelf lawful and innocent; 


which to them 1s 


unclean, becauſe they efleem it to be unclean ; and be- 


of faith, and therefore Sinful in them 


to do it, and Sinful in all who would impoſe it on 


their Conſcichces, as a Term of Communion. 
this clearly proves, that there 


And 
t to be no impoſition 


of any new and ungen Terms of Religious 


Communion either upon Miniſters or 


private Chriſti- 


ans, becauſe no impoſing Perſon or Society has any 


power whatſoever. over the Conſciences of Chriſt's 


Servants; who in all matters of Conſcience, are ac- 
countable to none but to their ownand their 852 9 


the Lord Jeſus rape 
ESO, AAGUMENT III 
The Imp 
Religious Communion incur the 


oſers of new and unſcriptural Tenns of 
guilt of Scars, and 


are chargeable with all the fatal Confequences of it. 


The claim and exerciſe of this I 
produced the. greateſt 


mpoſing Power has 
part of all the Schiſms, Diſcord, 


and Animoſities, that have diſturbed the peace and 
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unity of the Chriſtian Church; and has kindled * | 5 
O THEY 
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of the flames, chat have raged in it, from the apoſtoli- 
cal age down to our own times. St. Paul has giyen 


Jus a moſt elegant deſcription of the myſtical Body of 


Chriſt, from the Similitude of the Human Body, 
1 Cor. xii. 12, For as the body is one, and hath many .. 
members, and all the members of that one body being 


many, are one body; ſoalſo is Chrift. Having ſhewn the 


Ineceſſity and uſefulneſs of all the Members, even the 


weakeſt, to the good of the whole, he ſays ver. 24. 
but God hath tempered the body together, having given 
more abundant” honour to that part which lacked : That 
there ſhouldbeN © Schis in the body;but that the members 
ſhould have the ſame care one for another. He likewiſe - 
applies the fame, Similitude, Ephe/. iv. 15, 16. But 
ſpeaking the truth in Love, may grow up into him in all 
things, which is the Head, even Chriſt - From whom the 
whole Body fitiy joyned together, and compacted by that 


| which every joynt ſup plieth, according to the effetual work= 


ing in the meaſure of every 71 maketh encreaſe of the 
Body, unto the edifying of it ſelf in love. From theſe two 
paſſages of St. Paul's Epiſtles, we may learn the na- 
ture and evil of the Sin of Schiſm. It conſiſts in an 
unnatural want of love, and of an affectionate care in 
ſome of the Members of Chriſt's body towards their 
fellow-members, which ſoon breaks out in unchriſtian 
animoſities and contempt of them. What is oppoſed to 
Schiſm, is, that the members ſhould take the ſame care 


Lore for another, and whether one Member außer, all the 


| Members faffer with it; or one Member be honoured, all 


the Member's rejoice with it + and, that every joint, every 
part of that one compatted body, ſhould contribute to 

wards the encreaſe and edification of the whole, by the 
good offices of fervent Charity,and brotherly Love; thus 
endeavouring to keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of 
peace. If theſe be the grand oppoſites of Schiſm,then the 


Nas Soul and eſſence of Schiſm muſt conſiſt in treat- 
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ed by the Authority of their Great and only Lord and 


protection to them againſt the unmerciful Ax ATHENMAõ, 


What greater brand of Infamy can they put upon the 


for another; to cut them off from the body, and to 


wo e 
Lene 


ff Y * 


ing the Members of the Body of Chriſt with ſuch a- 
lienation of affection, with ſuch negle& and contempt, 
as to judge them unworthy of the priviledges which 
belong to all it's members, or to all the members 
in the ſame particular ſtations in which they are 
placed in that Sacred Body, whether Paſtors and 
Teachers, or private Chriſtians; even tho' thoſe deſ- 
piſed members have complyed with all the Terms and 
Conditions of, eligious Communion, that are eſtabliſh- 


Maſter Jeſus Thriſt. That (however it. may recom- 
mend them to the Divine Approbation ) will be no 


ExcoMMUNICATIONS, and DerosITIONs, inflicted on the 
faithful Servants of Chriſt by the Impoſers of - unſcrip- 
tural Terms of Communion ; what, more can they do, 


moſt notorious Drunkards, Adulterers, Murderers, Blaſ- 
phemers, or the moſt impious profane wretches ! the 
natural conſequence is, that thoſe cenſures expoſe the 
very beſt of men to unchriſtian popular odium, pro- 
moted and encreaſed by the uncharitable impoſers and 
all their abettors, who induſtriouſly run down the meek 
and charitable, who find themſelves obliged by the 


Laws of Chriſt to do juſtice to the Conduct and Cha- 72 
racters of the injur'd Sufferers. A wide door is opened m 


to the vileſt calumny and detraction, to ſtrife and en- 
vy, the plentiful parent of Confu/jon and every evil th. 
work, Is this the ſame care the members ſhould have one 


hinder them from doing the proper work incumbent an 
on them, for the encreaſe and edification of the Body in 


Love Wherever this Impoſing Power prevails, it muſt 2 
perpetuate contention, and effectually deſtroy peace nn 


and unity; the very centre and baſis of which, is a 
cloſe adherenee to all the ſcriptural Terms of Communi- fl 
Si,. 
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ſes, the Concluſion will be undeniable. 
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on, witliout any human addition or diminution. This 
would remove all the Rents and Schiſms, which now 
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ARGE NT IV. 


Superſtition is chargeable upon the conduct of thoſe, 
who impoſe new and unſcriptural Terms of Religious 
Communion, which I prove thus. To lay an wndue 
ſtreſs upon meerly human Terms of Religious Commu- 
nion, ſo as to believe, and lead others to believe, that 
Conformity to theſæ human Inventions is pleaſing to the 
Deity, and that Noa-Confonfity to them is diſpleaſing 
to the Deity, is truly Superſtitious: But the Impoſers 
of unſcriptural Terms of Religious Communion do 
lay an undue” Streſs upon their unſcriptural Terms, 
by believing and leading others to believe, &c. Therefore, 
they are guilty of Superſtition. If I prove theſe Premiſa 

The firſt of theſe Premi ſſeès is clear. For nothing can be 
pleaſing to God but what he has commanded in his Law. 
And nothing can be diſpleaſing to him but what is ſinful. 
For Sin is a tranſgreſſton of the Law. And, where there is 
no Law, there is no tranſgreſſton. But conformity to un- 
ſcriptural Terms of Religious Communion is not com- 
manded in any Divine Law; and to ſay that it is, is a con- 
tradiction in terms; and there fore it cannot be pleaſing to 
the Deity. Non-Conformity to unſcriptural Terms of Com- 
munion is no where forbidden; therefore, it cannot be a 
Sin, and conſequently cannot provoke His wrath: From 
all which it clearly follows, that to believe the Fayour and 
Difpleaſure of God are annexed to the complyance or non- 
complyance with the impoſed unſcriptural Terms of Com- 
munion, is laying too great a Streſs upon them, and amounts 
to groſs Superſtition. For it fills the mind with a panic, a 
ſlayiſh horror of the Deity (the very Soul of Superſtition) 
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„ DEFENSE of .. 
as if he were a T 'yrannical Being, Auen to an arbitrary ¶ obe 
cCapricious Way of puniſhing men, for what his Law has i 
made no crime. Far be it from the Righteous Governor of 
the world, to deal ſo with his Inteliger{t Creatures. It is great 
preſumption in men to pretend toa power of making neu 
Dutys, and Sins; which is in effect to make a new Religi- 
on, and to make the Favour and Diſpleaſure of God to 
depend upon their fond conceits. This was theSuperſtition 
of the Scribes and Phariſees, to whom our Saviour {aid 


Hoe xv. 9. ). In vain Py vo worſhip me, reaching for 
oFrines the Commandments of men. of 
To prove, that the Impoſers of unſcriptural Toma, of mu 


Communion lay an undue Streſs upon theſe uncommanded i ing 
Terms, by believing, and leadingothers to believe, that Con- a 1 
formity to their Impoſitions is pleaſing, and that N on-Con- ani 
formity to them is diſpleaſing to God, I refer my Readers ¶ it 
to their known Topicksof argument, for their preſſing the 15 
one and diſuading from the other. They urge, with great mo 
vehemence, that Non-Conformity to their Canons, impo- or 
ſing theſe human Terms of Communion, do's greatly diſturb | 4, 
and break the peace and unity of the Church, which is a ch, 
very great Sin; and that it involves the Non-Gonformiſts WW di 
in the guilt of Schiſm, which is a damnable Sin, highly diſ- in. 
pleaſing to God. This is a very falſe Judgment they form || v 
of the practice of Conſcientious non-Conſormity to their ¶ wi 
Terms: fer Lhave ſhown, in my third argument, that the I is 
diſturbing and breaking the peace & unity of the Church, | th 
together with the guilt of Schiſm/and-the perpetuating L 
of Schiſm and diviſion, is wholly chargeable on the princi- D 
ples and practice of the Impoſers, and not at ull on the I th 
principles of thoſe who, for the honour of Chriſtasthe Sole || fa 
King and Lawgiver to his Church, refuſe all Subjection to © cc 
the impoſing Power. Buttho'their judgment of the matter | ex 
be a very important Error;yet in fact, they do form ſuch a in 
Jud gment: and in doing ſo, they believe and lead others de 
to beende the FayourDiſpleaſure of God depend on 8. 
obedience 
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obedi ienceor diſobedicace to meer Human Canons enjoyn- 
ing matters in Religion, which Chriſt hath never required 


from any of his Subjects. This is, in my humble opinion, 
a plain inſtance of Superſtition; and, therefore, no un- 
ſcriptural Terms of Communion ought * be e, 
pen any l whatſoeye a: to 


* 
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Th. des giving _ offence i is a great 0 wha of Sd ous 
conſequence- to the Souls of the offended. But a claim 
of Power to Impoſe new and unſeriptural Terms of Com- 
munion involves the Impoſers in the guilt of command- 
ing men to give ofſence; and; therefore, the claim of ſuch 

a power can never be juſt. St. Pau / deſeribes the Sin, 
and the evil of giving offence; and gives directions againſt 
it in two remarkable Paſſages; the firſt is, Rom. xiv. 13, 
15, 20, 21. Let us not therefore judge ane another 
more, but judge rather that no man put a 
or an occaſion to fall in his brother's ua, But if thy 
brother be grieved with 
charitably ; deflrey not him with thy meat for whom Chriſt 
died. For meat deftroy not the work of God. All things, 
indeed, are pure; but it is evil for that man uo eateth 
with offence. I in good neither ta eat fleſh nor to drink 
wine, nor any thing whereby thy brother fumbleth, or 

is offended, or is made weak. The Jewiſh-Qonverts, who 
cha the diſtinction of meats and days, made in the 
Law of Moſes,ought to be conitikued ail the, Ghriftian 


Diſpenſation, cenſured and judged their Chriſtian | Bre- 


thren who thought the contrary, and were ready to for- 
ſake Chriſtianity it ſelf on that account; or, if they 
continued in the proſeſſion of it, were tempted by the 
example of their felow-Chriſtians to cat with a doubt- 
ing Conſcience, or againſt. their®Conſcience, which was 
deſtructive of their Sincerity, and pernicious to their 
Souls; and, therefore, no ſuch ſtumbling block ought to 

851 be 


SPumbling. block. 
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be laid in their way. The fame Apo * diſſuadeth 
earneſtly from eating things ſacrificed to 0 Mols, leaſt it 
ſhould lead men into the abominable Sin of Idolatry, 
1 Cor. viii. 4, 7,----<T3. As concerning therefore the 
eating of thoſe things that are offeredi in ' Sacrifice unto Idols, 
we know that an Idol is nothing in the world, and that 
there is none other God but ane be there 
is not in every man that knowledge for ſome with Con- 
ſcience of the Idol unto this hour, eat it as & thing Her- 
ed unto an Idol; and their Conſcience ' being weak, 1s de- 
Filed. But meat commendeth us not to God : for neither if 
de eat, are we the better; neither if 'we eat not, are we 
the worſe. ' But take heed leaft by any means this liberty 
of yours become a flumbling- block to them that are weak. 
For if any man ſee thee which haſt knowledge, fit at meat 
in the Idols Temple, ſhall not the Conſcience of him which is 
weak be emboldned to eat thoſe things which are offered to 
Idols - and through thy knowledge ſhall the weak brother 
periſh, for mhm ; Chrift died? Bur when ye ſin ſo againſt 
the Brethren,” and wound their weak Conſcience, ye ſin a+ 
aint Chrift... Wherefore if meat make my brother to of- 
fend, I will eat no fleſh while the world ſtandeth, leaſi I 
make my brother to offend. Here we: fee; that offence 


may be given in the practice of things, which in thel g 
own nature are l awful and innocent; and which become 


evil and ruinous to the Souls of men, meerly through the 
ignorance and weakneſs of thoſe to whom the offence 
is given; and that in all ſuch caſes, we aught to ab- 

ftain from the offenſive d 
To apply all this rea ſoning to the alas of power to 
impoſe unſcriptural Terms of Religious Communion; 
let it be conſidered, that the conſtant plea of all Impoſers, 
is, that the matters they impoſe are, at leaſt, Lawful and 
Innocent; and that theRulers of the Church are the pro- 
per Ju dges of their uſefulneſs and expediency; and 
where they impoſe nothing but what is in its own — 
aw- 


CHRISTIAN. 


Lawful, all Chriſtians ought to obey them. 
humbly. conceive, the Apoſtle has given it againſt the 
Rulers, in both the 1 L have quoted from his In- 
ſpired Writings. For in two caſes, viz, cating what the 
Jews thought unlawful, tho it was in it ſelf lawful ; 
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and eating in the Idol's T emple meat offered to the Idol, 
which was in it ſelf, abſtracting from the circumſtances 
St. Paul deſcribes, innocent; He charges the eating in 
both caſes with a heinous Sin, in cauſing, the weak bro- 
ther to periſh for whom Chriſt died, and calls it a Sinning 
againſt Chri 
dom to foreſee what caſes, and how many may happen 


of the like nature; and therefore, the wiſdom and good- : 


neſs of Chrift appear, in leaving all ſuch caſes to be judg- 
ed by every Chriſtian as they occurr, and in forbid- 
ding. all Chriſtians to give Laws, and to fix terms 
of religious Communion not appointed by himſelf. It 
will be a poor excuſe at the Tribunal of the Great 


Judge, for deſtroying the Souls of our Brethren, that 


we did it according to the Laws: of the Church. 
I think my ſelf obliged, for the honour of our Ho- 


AV Religion, to mention two flagrant inſtances of giving 


fence, in the Scriptural Senſe of that phraſe, chargeable 


on the Majority of Ener n Churches, on account 


of their Impoſitions of new and unſcriptural Terms of 
religious Communion. One is the hardening of Papiſts 
in their adherence to the Idolatry, Superſtition, and 
Tyranny which make up ſo great a part of their Re- 
ligion, and the giving them an handle for e 
proteſtants into their Communion. The other is, 

leading of our Modern Infidels, commonly called Deiſts, 


into a very bad opinion of Chriſtianity; furniſhing them 
with materials for poyſoning the minds of Young Noble- 
men and Gentlemen with their wild notions,, who are 
too ready to imbibe them, and to 1 off from Chriſ- 


As 


tianity. 


\ 


/; himſelf. It is impoſſible for human wit-' 
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As to the firſt, he muſt be a We to che . popii 
writers "againſt the proteſtant cauſe, who do's not know, 
that they turn the unſcriptural Impofitions of the pro- 
teſtants into matter of reproach againſt their Religi- 
on. The papiſts naturally retort the proteſtant ar- 
guments, ah turn them againſt proteſtants themſelyes, 
to this putpoſe. © Gentlemen, your great principle, upon 
which you have ſeparated from the Church of Rome, is, 
that you have the Rights of Conſcience and Private 
Judgment ſecuted to you by PROTESTANTISM, which 
were trampled upon and inſulted by Rome, who had 
no juſt Authority to impoſe any thing upon you but 
what you could find in the Bible. Upon this principle 
you left us; but aſſoon as 7 met with any differ- 
ences among yourſelves in Religion, you ſet up Rulers 
in your pretended Churches, who ſoon found it ne- 
ceſſary to impoſe many terms of religious Communion 
upon you, of which there is not a ſhadow in the Bible. 
You pretend to give all your Clergy and Laity a free 
Liberty of Searching the Scriptures,and judging for them- 
ſelves of all the Decrees, Doctrines and Canons eſtabliſh- 
ed by General Councils, or any other perſons whatſo- 
ever that were not inſpired ; but then, if any of them 
ſhall affirm any Article of your Creeds to be "Jag, or any 
Canon of your Churches, or forms of your worſhip to 
be ſuperſtitious, you order him to be excommunicated ; 
hence a long train of bitter Schiſms, Parties, and Sets are 
to be found: among you ; and, all upon the principle 
on which you forfook our "Communion ; and, when you 
would compoſe theſe diviſions among yourſelyes, you 
find a neceſſity of reſuming the principle you renoun- 
ced ; you then uſe the Same Authority againſt one another, 
which you would not allow in us ; with this difference 
only, that our deciſions are Infallible, and therefore the 
more conſiſtent and effectual for ſuppreffing Hereſy, and 
Schiſm, than yours; and, you muſt be ſenſible of this 
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yourſelves: for you come as near us in Infall ibility as 
you can with any decency ; for tho you call your [elves 
fallible, blaming us for pretending to be infallible, yet 
you NEVER ERR ; and the difference is ſo very ſmall 
between being INFALLIBLE, and NEVER .ERRING, that 
we may caſily compromiſe the matter; you had better 
come back to us again ;, for you'l be much the ſurer of 
your NEVER ERRING, that you return into the boſom 
of an Infallible Church, that CAN NEVER EKR. B 
theſe deluſive reaſonings, the Man of Sin, and hip votaries 
harden themſelves in their Antichriſtian Impoſitions, and 
upbraid many of the proteſtant Churches with the in- 
conſiſtency of their Principles and conduct, in bearing 
hard upon the Conſciences of one another by a claim 
of Authority, which ( to ſpeak the plain truth) them- 
ſelves will never be able to juſtity, nor reconcile to the 
Principles of the RETORMATION. Thus have they ve- 
rified the judicious Remark of the memorable Mr. Hales, 
who(in his Golden Remains,Serm. on 2 Pet. iii. 16.) fays, 
© when we receded from the Church of Rome, one mo- 
© tive was, becauſe ſhe added unto Scripture her Glofles 

as Canonical, to ſupply what the plainText ofScripture 
could not yield. If in the place of hers, we ſet up our 
© own Gloſſes, thus to do were nothing elſe, but to pull 
down Baal, and ſet up an Ephod ; to run round, and 
«© meet the Church of Rome again, in the ſame point in 
© which at firſt we left her ©. It is in the power of the 
Reformed Churches to remove this ſtumbling-block, and 
to open their Communion to all Sincere Chriſtians, and 
to all faithful Paſtors ard Teachers, according to the 
Rules of the Goſpel. O! for that hleſſed day, which ſhall 
drive away every degree of the ſpirit and dregs of po- 
pery out of all the Churches, which bear the proteſtant 
Name; to the Terror of BaByLoN THE GREAT, and 
t 155 y of all honeſt proteſtant hearts 

he other flagrant Inftance of giving offence, by the 

Impoſition of unſeriptural Terms of Communion, 1 is, that it 
* ex- 
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expoſes Chriſtianity it ſelf to the ſneer and ridicule of our 


Modern Infidels,the Dei/#s. They Look thro' the Chriſti- 
an World, and the ſeveral Churches, and obferve that 
Chriſtianity appears with a new face, and in a new dreſs 
almoſt in every Country. What paſſes for pure orthodoxy 
in one place,proves rank hereſyin another; what the people 
in ove Church call pure worſhip,in another they brand with 
Idolatry and Superſtition. In one fort of Church there is 
an Infallible Judge of Controverſy, whom no man dare 
contradi& under high penalties ; in another, fallible men 
enforce their interpretations by authority, and cenſure 
their fellow-Chriftians for not believing what, after the 
beſt enquiry they can make, they are not able to be- 


live. Surely , /ay they, ifthe rule of this religion were from 


God, an infinitely wiſe and a good Being, it wou'd have 
been expreſſed in ſuch plain and intelligible Language, 


as men of good ſenſe and application could not be at fuch 


a loſs about the true meaning of it, as to be perpetually 
fighting and devouring one another about it. The lear- 
ned Compilers and Impoſers of theſe Interpretations do, all 
of them feverally, father their reſpective Schemes on the 
Hoty Ghof# ; tho' it is impoſſible they ſhould come from 
Him, becauſe they contain glaring contradictions to one 
another, and abſurd Notions of the Deity (as the Deifis 
ſuppoſe) unworthy of his Moral Perfections & Government. 
They obſerve many trifling inſignificant things tacked to 


this Religion, as great decorations and ornaments of it, 
impoſed upon penalty of Non-Communion ; which, being 
Theatrical and below the Gravity of a wiſe man, are ut- 


terly unworthy of being preſeated tothe God of Heaven as 
pleaſing ſervice to Him; who cannot be ſuppoſed to delight 
in human excurſions of Luxuriant Fancy, nor to have em- 
powered men to STAMP a religious Nxckssrry upon meer 


TaIELEs, by their Arbitrary Decrees : upon theſe prejudices, 


they conclude the whole to be meer Prieftcraft. 
Solid anſwers have been given to theſe Cavils, by the 
Chriſtian Apolog iſts. But alas! the prejudices from the Im 
1. poſing 
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poſing Power ſtick ſo deep, and have given ſuch a wound 


to the Chriſtian Cauſe, that nothing would tend ſo efſec- 
tually to heal it, as to take THHSͤ Stunbling- block out of 
the way of thoſe who are ready to fall by rr. While the 
Religion of Chriſt is drefled up in a fool's coat,and made 
any thing the Impoſers pleaſe to make it, it is eaſy to ſee 
what will be the conſequence. It is ſo bedaub'd with the 
droſs of human invention, and with authoritative explan- 


ations of fallible afſuming mortals, that it will coſt men 


ſome pains to get a thorough view of what it truly was, 
when it made it's firſt appearance in the world. Strip it 


of all the Appenaages and Supplements, of all the Glofſes 


put upon it by meer human authority,it will ſhine in it's 
native beauty; it will appear, then,to be the moſt amiable 
diſplay of the Divine Perfections that ever was laid be- 
fore the world, All it's Doctrines, Precepts, and Inſti- 
tutions will then appear to be an admirable Syftem ; and, 
nothing in the whole but what is worthy of it's Great 
Author, and tends entirely to the happineſs of mankind. 


ARGUMENT. VI. 


If any Sett of uninſpired men have a Right to im- 
poſe upon us new and unſcriptural Terms of Religious 
Communion, they will have a Right to deftroy the whole 
of our Chriſtian Liberty, tho' we have a divine Com- 
mand to ſtand faft in the Liberty wherewith Chriſt hath 


it. made us free, and forbid to be entangled again with a yoke 


of bondage. (Gal. v. I.). It could never be the intention of 
our blefſed Saviour to free the eus from the yoke of the 


| Ceremonial Law, that had once the Sanction of Divine 


Authority, and to leave his Servants to the unbounded 
Licence of Church-Rulers, who might impoſe upon them 
a more grievious Yoke than 1T ever was; which was the 
condition of the Church in Auguſtine's time. He never 
defigned, that men ſhonld be empowered to make any 

3 D 2 en thing 
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thing neceſſary, which He had left W W. : for that 
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would have been a deſign to render the Liberty, wherein 
he hath commanded us to fand faſt, wholly precarious. 

This is evident from our Saviours condemning the 
traditions of the Elders, who impoſed many things, not 
preſcribed in the law of Moſes, or in any part of the old 
Teftament. The learned Dr. Whitby, in his Commen- 
tary on Matth. xv. 2. and xxiii. 8. hath given a moſt 
ſurpriſing account, from Maimonides, and other Fewiſh 
writers,of theſe Traditions, which were impoſed as Terms 
of Communion. From him I have extracted the following 
Paſſages. * Their Canon faith, whoſoever deſpiſeth the 


_ © waſhing of hands is worthy to be excommunicated 


and Buxtorf citeth from their TALMup this Expreſſion, 
that he that eats bread with unwaſhen hands do's as bad 
< as if he lay with a Whore. And they ſay, Rabbi Ekazar 
© Ben Hagar was excommunicated by the .SANHEDRIM, 
© becauſe he contemned the waſhing of Hands. They 
© held it as a thing neceflary, becauſe ſay they, the words 
© of the Scribes are lovely above the words of the Law, 
© and more weighty than the words of the Law, or the 
Prophets. Maimonides faith, This is a matter of the high- 


© eft Sandtity, and the way of the higheſt Religion; names- | 


© ly, that a man ſeparate himſelf, and go aſide from the 
« vulgar, and that he neither ouch them; nor eat, or drink 
© with them -The SANHEDRIM did twenty four 
© times excommunicate thoſe who gave not the honour of 
© a Maſter to their RAapBIts---q------R. Eliazer faith, 


© that he who {eparates from the School of his Rapsr, 


-< or teacheth any thing which he hath not heard from his 


© Maſter, provokes the Divine Majeſty to depart from I/ 
© 7gel.-===-==--=M AIMONIDES faith, that he that will be 


holy, muſtperform the words of the Fathers; and, the 
declare that the words of Cabbala, or the Traditions of 


* their Fathers, were equal to the words of the' Law, and 
more to be regarded than the words of the Prophets; that 
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a Prophet was not to be believed, except hecou'd ſhew 


a Sign, or a Miracle; but as for thoſe Elders, or Fa- 


others, they were to be believed without them; it being 
« ſaid of them, DzuT. xvii. 2. According to the Sentence 
© of the Law which they ſhall teach thee, and according to 
© the Judgment which. they ſhall tell thee, thou ſhalt do. 
« MAa1MoNiDes faith, if a thouſand Prophets, vvho were e- 
qual to Elias and Eliſba, bring oxe IxTERRETXTTox, 
and a thouſand and one wiſe men produce oNE con- © 
© TRARY to it, we muſt encline to the Mosr, and be 
© obliged rather to act according to the Sentence of 
© theſe wiſe men, than that of the thouſand Prophets. 
And even Joſephus ſaith, that they who were of the 
© Phariſees followed their Guide, and thought it neceſſary 
toobſerve and contend far whatſoever be would command. 
Now, if our Saviour condemns all thoſe Traditions of 
the Jewiſh Elders, as deſtitute of Divine Authority, we 
muſt conclude, that no meer Human Power ought to 
impoſe any new Terms of Communion on Chriſtians. 
For the Law of Chriſt ſays, Col oss. ii. 20, 222 
Why are ye ſubject to Ordinances. after the Doc- 
trines and Commandments of men e hence it follows, that 
all ordinances in Religion, Which are aſter the Doctrines 
and Commandments of men, ought to be rejected; that 
no Subjection is due, or ought to be paid to the Impoſing 
power that commands them. This is very clearly ex- 


— 


preſſed by the ſame Apoſtle, Gar. ii. 3, 4, 5. But nei- 


ther Titus who'was with me, being a Greek; was compel- 


| led to be circumciſed and that becauſe of falſe brethren 


unawares brought in, who came in privily to ſpie out aur 
Liberty, which we. have in Chriſ Jeſus, that they might 
bring us into bondage: to whom we'gave place by ſubjecti- 
on no not for an hour, that the truth of the Goſpel might 
continue with you. N of 107 36 RL 


| Aan the firſt Propoſition you advance Four excep- 


tions; the FiksT is contained in theſe words (P. 7). 
| 1 
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- £ no: Proteſtant it's true, will deny that all the terms 


out any particulars, and very often the old ſaying hold 


is in recommending them, in his Holy Scriptures; I fay 


Propoſition is artfully general and reſervellf are 


religious Communion, are in the general ſufficientl 
fixed in the Holy Scriptures: but this is a general with 


© true, viz. Dalus latet in generalibus, i. e. there is oftet 
© a ſnare in meer generals, without mentioning any parti 
© culars, comprehended under them. Our. bleſſed Lon 
© has not in a meer general way, fixed the neceſſary Term 

© of religious Communion in his Word, but has particu 
larized them ſo plainly, that it muſt be a fault in any 
< Chriſtian Society, if they be not as plain and particu- 
lar in owing the neceſſary Things of Chriſtianity, as he Meſſe 


© ifhe has fixed the particular Terms of his Communion, 
© any Church is to blame, who doth not fix thoſe Terms 
© of Communion as particularly as he doth ; but leave. fy 
them unfixed altogether,excepting one general conditi-M* m 
© on of Communion, viz. that it be believed that they are be 
determined by our Bleſſed Saviour the New Teſtament. v 
ANS W. I do not underftand the meaning of our xing 
the term of \Communion as particularly as Chriſi hath 
done, The fixing of thoſe Terms is an act of the Sup- 
preme Authority of Chrift, and do's not belong to any 
Church; the duty of the Church is to comply with the 
Terms Chrift hath fixed, for that very reaſon, becauſe 
Chrift hath. fixed them very plainly and panticularih, as you 
acknowledge. Can we do this work better? can we 
do it more plainly and more particularly than He has 
done it for us? Bleſſed be the Lord Jeſus, who was 


Jaithſul in all bis houſe as @ Son, who hath given us Laws, v. 
not to be amended but to be obeyed. e 4 


But what feems to diſturb. you, is, (and perhaps that Il v 
is what you mean by our leaving the Terms unfixed } e. 
that no one is the wifer by this propoſition, what are h 
the particular Important DoQrines and Precepts, which ii 
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are made neceſſary to religious Communion by N 
Chriſt and here you enumerate a great many Scrip- 
uro Doctrines not included in the Propoſition. ANSW. 
Had we intended an enumeration of all the Doctrines, 
nd Precepts made neceſſary to Communion by Jeſus 
hriſt, your objection wou'd have been unanſwerable. 
Hut our deſign is ſo clearly expreſſed in the words which 
go immediately before the propofitions, as to demonſtrate 
o all men of Common Senſe, that we had nothing of that 
Kind in our view. Our fr ft Expedrent for peace is found- 
d on the Goſpel-Precepts which enjoyn forbearance, not- 
ithſtanding of differences in Judgment and Practice in 
leſſer matters; which precepts, as we apprehend, do not 
I ay allow of a Breach of Communion between our 
nion Wand us, upon any of our preſent debates ; for ſupporting 
ermsWthis opinion, we ſay, ( Naxrarive, P. 185. }. © to | 
leave fy this Expedicnt, it will be neceſſary that owr Fudg- = 
diti-W ment and practice with relation to the Points in debate ; 
are between the Subſcribers and us be clearly fßfated; other- 
nent.“ wiſe it will be impoſſible to judge whether the Gotpel- 
ring © Precepts, enjoyning Chriſtian forbearance, be applicable | 
bath to our caſe.” The following propoſitions contain a cleat _ 
up- © and full account of our Sentiments upon th Heads. " 
any I Then follow the Six Propoſetions. If theſe propoſitions | 
the ¶ contain a clear and full account of our ſentiments of the 
auſe points in debate, they anſwer the end we had in laying 
you i them before the Synod; tho' they give no liſt of Chailt's 
we Terms of Communion. And had we inferted in the 
has Fixsy, or in any of the Six, the Scripture-Do&rinesand = 
was = Precepts you mention, we muſt have plainly told the 
ws, world a moſt Notorious and Calumnious Lie, viz. that 
all theſe Scripture-Doctrines and Precepts you mention 
hat NU were denyed by the Subſcribers, that the Now-Subſcrib- 4 
d } FF ers were in danger of being caſt out of the Synod for \ 
are holding them, and were obliged to ſuc for forbearance 
ch in their Pfeilen of them. And, yet you do not ſtop to | 
are | accuſe 


— — - I SD. 


_—_—— — 1 * OO 3 - 7 i, att, ae 
„„ TTT 


X maps 445 — 22 ws 4 14 r = — 
4a Yes 
—— 5 is ABS err os ee 


p—— — — 


4 2 2 — 
X * - — 5 $4 E 3 5 - = 
: 2 4 * N * 2 > hat a 7 
\ * — » a ” „ a: 412 bt, OO 7 2 © "= 3 A . oo ns {£4 rg” + r - === LEWES W — — 
— 2 —— 5 * — * p 4 <> — ww J 2 * — K „ = - 
8 — - 7 * > — — * © : 7 - 
3 td DN Ne 1444. 4 — TE BEE — - 
- * -. 6.4 2 y 1 . = . * * on 75 * 3 gn 2 at A in ; 
3 = dF. -- xt Wh 9 Y —— — —2 — - ob 2 22— —— - —— : e — D 
* * I; 5 "= 2 wo ths” | — — - L — — = — - - — —— 2 — 4 = py 
42 3 1 3 3 — * =" * 4 = >] as 2 —. - r * ; = , by bs 5 7 - 
W_ — OT . 57 #3 2 T * , wen he 4, " aw; — . 4 2 * 
x »= 9 » . — TOES” . — RIOT a : , 
— —— *. R 2 — 2 2 1 n * * — 
» 8 - 8 „ 
* N - 19 
> ; . 


_ : ork. n * 2 2 "$5 e 
Wot R 8 "A" 


Anne 


accuſe us of not doing, what wou'd have been an intolef . on 1 
able ſcandalous practice in us to have done. Upon thi moi 


ſame groundleſs foundation, you infuſe into the prejudiced i diſt! 
minds of the populace, a vile jealouſy of the reaſon of ſayi! 
our not inſerting the plaineſt Truths in our Propoſitions, th 


in thoſe remarkable words (P. 8, 9.) and if the Bea pre 


Society had been ſo particular in their Formula, as to Pr. 
© have ſecured the Apoſtle's Creed, and the ten Com- fiat 
© mandments, and, the Lords Prayer, in the terms of cet 
© their Communion, it might have been a good ſtep towards {al 
*allaying our uneaſy differences ANSW, Theſe * ad! 
words want no Commentary. The caiumnious' Sting Iliev 
with which they are poyſoned, and the innocence of the ON! 
defamed, muſt be apparent to all Impartial, Judges. earn 
Lord pity the poor Soul that is capable of ſuch a turn feſſi 
of thinking ! and the poor people under his care! Pery 
| Your Second Exception againſt the firſt propoſition Ito b 
ſtands thus (P. 9.) This propoſition I think, is ſelf- mb 
< inconſiſtent. Por if it be taken in conjunction with the 
© other five, it condemns the Impoſition of any Creed or Nnco 
< Confeſſion ot Path, by any ſet of uninſpired men, as Imp 
neceſſary Terms of Religious Communion. Let at the IO f 
* ſamg time, they the Belfa/?-Society, a ſet of uninſpired 
men, impoſe theſe ſix propoſitions both on themſelves 
© and others ANSW. In our Expedients for peace, 
we deny in the ſtrongeſt terms the fact, which you 
take upon you to ayerr with the greateſt confidence, viz. 
that we impoſe tbe Six propoſitions : For there we ſay, 
(Narrative, F. 194) © did we ever impoſe, or attempt to 
© impoſe upon the Faith and Conſcience of any of our 
* Hearers or Brethren our own opinions in the preſent 
< controverſies, and inſiſt upon their aſſent to them, as the 
Term and Condition of our Communion with them? 
It will be an caſy task to find Self-inconſiſtency in any 
propoſition you pleaſe, if you dare allow yourfelf the 
Liberty ( as you haye done in this caſe ) of palming up- 


On 


1 
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ler. eon it's author a ſentiment, diſclaimed by himſelf in the 
thig moſt open candid manner. The Impartial world will 
iced diſtinguiſh between Argument and Fiction. A very poor 
of ſaving you have for your averrment ; wiz. that 


the Belfaſi-Society, in ſome degree, impoſe their 
© propoſitions 'on others; for they publiſh their Six 
* propoſitions on purpoſe to advertize all other Chriſe 
tian Societies, upon what Terms, they, the Belfaſi=So- 
© ciety, are ready to keepCommunion with them, viz. that 
© faid Society muſt be indulged in a fixed and inflexible 
© adherence to their Six propoſitions. *= ANSW. I be- 
lieve you have the honour of being the Fixsr, and the 
the ONLY Author ( ſo far as I know) that has taken an 
ges. Nearneſt deſire of being indulged, in a Conſcientious pro- 
turn feſſion of religious principles, for an Impoſition of thoſe 

Nrery principles, upon the men from whom they ask only 
tion Ito be indulged. Had we told the Synod, that they muſt 


ſelf embrace our Scheme of Non-Subſcription, otherwiſe we 
the would Separate from their Communion, the charge of 
d or Mnconſiſtency with our 1 and of our being the 
„ as Impoſers, would have been exceeding juſt. But this was 
t the No far from being the caſe, that we continued in Com- 


red Hnunion with the Synod, under the greateſt diſcourage- 
Ives Inents from ill treatment for divers years, until the 
ace, PYNOD THEMSELVES made the Schisx by caſting us 
you ut of their Body. From this inconteſtable Fact, joyn- 
viz. Id with their own authentic and unanimous Declarations, 
ſay, It appear plainly, that your charge againſt us is falſe and 
pt to F1jurious. And, you are the more inexcuſable in pub- 
our Iſhing ſuch a Charge, becauſe the Truth you contradict 
ſent Ry ſo obvious to your view, and fo level to the meaneſt 
s the Napacity, that you could not miſs ſeeing it, had you been 
em ? It any pains to inform yourſelf; and, becauſe this groſs 
any Bake of yours do's not ſeem to be a tranſient ſlip of 


e pen; but a Laboured point, to ſerve a turn. For, to 
lace the Presbytery of Antrim in a ridiculous Light, you 
| E make 


= | A Drranen of... 
make them avowedly take up the Trade of Creed-making.;| 
the Six propoſitions, are their Creed; which they impoſe as 

neceſſary Terms of Communion, both on themſelves and o, n. 
thers : And to ſhow that their Creed is a very lame de- 
fective one, it wants the very Eſſentials of Chriſtianity. fl bi 
This dirty work may, perhaps, pals for orthodoxy, with © 


the vulgar, who are too ready to take things upon Truſt; ¶ in 
but when it comes to be examined by men of Senſe, it ca 
muſt give them pleaſure to find, that none of the Eſſentials gi 


of Chriſtianity were controverted in the Northern Synods; 
and, to ſhow this, is the principal end of inſerting the fic 
Six PROPOSITIONS in our Expedients for Peace; and, what 
you reckon a defect in them is really an Excellence; and, 
for that very reaſon, they can with no propriety be called 
aur Creed; they were not drawn, nor ever calculated, 
with a deſign to give an Abridgment of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, but only to ſtate our own opinions cn particular 
heads of Controverſy, which we acknowledge and avo 
as Extraeſſential points; pleading that, by the Rules o 
the Goſpel, ſuch as believe them are the proper object 


of Chriſttun forbearance. To call propoſitions, that wer ſtit. 
formed for an end inconſiſtent with the true end of ¶ xn 
Creed, and that were never impoſed, nor intended to bi and 
impoſed; to call ſuch propoſitions, I ſay, our Creed, is ti evi, 


ſpeak in Terms unknown to any Correct writer; and ha juſt 
a tendency to deceive your Readers, tho I hope youlſtry 0 
have no ſuch intention. | 197571 
. Your third and fourth Exceptions againſt the jr] 
propoſition will be fully conſidered, when I come to th 
defence of the third propoſition, to which they more pre 
perly belong. I proceed to +> 20 


A DEFENCE ofthe 
4 SEcony ProrosITION. 


The Truth of this propoſition (which the Read 


CRITISTIAN L1iBERTY. 35 
will find P. 6.) is proved by two plain Arguments. 
AR. I. Men of Education and Learning, wh 
have devoted themfelyes to the ſtudy of the Scriptures, 
not only with a view to their own practice as Chriſtians, 
but in order to teach others as paſtors of the Chriſtian 
Church, may know the will of God, without ſubſcrib- 
ing an go mn Human Confeſſion. If fuch men are 
capable of knowing the will of God, cannot they, by a 
gift of atterance and wiſdom exprets their ſentiments 
upon the points they know, in ſuch terms as will ſuf- 
ficiently prove that their knowledge and belief of Di- 
vine Matters is founded on the holy Scriptures; in other 
words, that they are found in the faith. Are they not 
able without ſubſcribing fuch Impoſed Forms, to preach 
good ſermons; ſhowing in their Doctrine, whcorrupt- 
neſs, gravity, ſinces ity, and found ſpeech which cannot be 
condemned And, all men who are able to preach the 
Goſpel in the manner in which it ought to be preached, 
have likewiſe fufficient Knowledge and ability to give 
a plain and juſt account of the Doctrines, Precepts, In- 
ffitutions, and all the parts of it; and to digeſt theit 
knowledge of them in ſuch an eaſy and natural method 
and in ſuch proper terms, as may give clear and ſufficient 
evidence of their ſoundneſs in the Faith. The latter is 
al juſt as poſſible as the former. If ſo, the propoſition is 
Ax. II. The a@®ual Exiftence of any thing is the 
ſhorteſt and cleareſt demonſtration that can be given of it's 
| 9 Now, the caſe in queſtion admits of his kind of 
demonſtration. During the Apoſtolical age, none that were 
ordained to the Holy Miniſtry, were obliged to Subſcribe 
any human excluffoe Teft of their orthodoxy. In that age, 
there was No SUcx Ter in Being. Happy had it been for 
the Chriſtian World, for the Intereſts of Truth, of Peace, 
Jof true Piety, and of Charity, if every ſucceeding age 
Read had copyed after fo — an Example; a thing, _ 
V 2 9 | E 


- amy — — — —_ 4 - i C _ : 
— — SLES EE * p 7 5 — 
0 2 I *r 4 ORD 2 5 — _ 8 3 
2 5 7 - t — Ee l 
ms - . — — — — = 8 mmm rene me 2 — — — 
—= — ĩ m hhh«ͤ„% : „4c%%ʒꝶ — — K 6 l > K 
— = — — — — — — S — — - - 2 5 — aces 
"fot * K — —— 
- r ans 4 W 


* at. . ä I 4 — 4 1 — — - a 
N 4 ; — — — ras, 1, = «7-2 $a Fe oh * 
. * ES * — r — — 


a= » 
wo 
* v1 


3 2 . 
* -— war „ — 


n —̃ Ee 


* — 
9 _ 1 * 
n — 
m 
oa CO 


— _ P = 
”_ Ry 8 

* : Py 
- . 7 n > mas 


- — = 
— <> 
— — >. rr — —— D 6 N — 
. . —— . — 9n. + 
5 p 4 
« 


4 n ” 
- 


* * — 
„r <> 1 Ws om — 
%. 


8. 


— 


he * P £6 n 1 25 N hb. aa : * : 3 * 
4 * © AY : 1 "2 * * vs; t 
0 py 
> 


. -A:DxrrnceE of | 


the Chriſtians of the ſecond and third Centuries: had the ¶ the 
peculiar honour of doing. For we do not learn from a 
Church-Hiftory, that there was any ſuch Exclu/rve hu-W © 
nan Creed before the Council of Nice, in the fourth Cen- ii 
tury. All Chriſtians are agreed, that the zhree rf? ages Ml © a 
| were the pureſt times of the Chriſtian Church; and, con- d 
ſequently, their Candidates for the Miniftry did give clear f. 
and ſufficient evidence of their /oundne/s in the faith. At © n 
this day, the Church of GENEVA impoſe no ſuch Exclu- © © 
five Forms of Confeſſion. The caſe of the famous / 
Monſieur Vial gave occaſion to the aboliſhing of them. IM uin 
Candidates are ordained among the proteſtant Diſſenters¶ for 
in England, upon Confeſſions compoſed by the, Candidates ¶ pai 
themſelves, many whereof have been publiſhed to the rig 
world; the like practice has conſtantly obtained in the to 
old egy of Dublin, and among their Brethren. in the ¶ wit 
South of Ireland. And, before the year 1705, there was Ar 
no Impoſition of the Veſtminſter-Confeſſion; or of any o- ſhe 
ther excluſive Teſt, amongſt the Presbyterians in the out 
North of Ireland. All theſe Inſtances prove, that the urg 
Caſe, put in the ſecond propoſition, is poſſible, becauſe La 
it is Fact. 1:25 e e i ee to 4p! eit. 
Your remark on this propoſition, is in theſe words (P. alle 
14.) © this propoſition hath almoſt nothing in it but aga 
© May-Bees, and therefore much need not be ſaid inanſwerfif obl 
©to it, till it's compilers ſhall favour us with the addition ma 
© of one muſi be ANSW. All that we affert in this pro- obl 
poſition, is the poſſibility of acaſe therein mentioned, viz. dor 
that Candidates may give clear and ſufficient- evidence 1 
their ſoundneſs in the faith, without ſubſcribing, &c. If 
this be poſſible, as I have proved 1 1s, the; propoſition 
is true. And, it not only may be, but it MusrT. BE true; 
and the neceſſary Conſequence of it, is, that there muſt be 
No Nxckssrry for any excluſive Teſt of orthodoxy in the 
Per 


caſe ſuppoſed; becauſe Candidates may ſufficiently prove 
| Þ at wats 542440008 
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their orthodoxy without rr. This Sxc OND propoſition is 
a ſtep. toward the proof of the Typ. 1117 / 


© in the Concluſion of this propoſition, wherein we ſay, 


« dainers concerning their fitneſs to preach the Chriftian 
faith, without ſubſcribing any ſuch Confeſſion, as they 
© may prove their aptneſs to preſide in the public worſhip 
(of God, without declaring their aſſent to any preſeribed 
nous © human Liturgy or form of prayer this you call a run- 
em. Ml 117g a rigid parallel between ſet forms of prayer, and ſet 
ters Ml forms of Creeds. And you attempt to ſhow. a great diſ- 
lates ¶ parity between them. ANSW. - The two cafes are a 

the rigid parallel. For we may Confeſ our Faith, according 
the to the will of God, and ſhow our ſoundneſs in the Faith, 
1 the © without ſubſcribing any impoſed Human Form of Faith. 


was And, we may worſhip. God, according to his will, and 


1y 0-8 ſhew our fitneſs to preſide in the public worſhip; with- 
the out the uſe or approbation of any impoſed Human Lit- 
the urgy. Neither the one nor the other is neceſſary, hy the 


:auſeſl Law of Chriſt. And he that pleads for the neceſſity of 


either, muſt, if he acts aggreeable to his own principle, 

(P. allow the neceſſity of both. And, therefore, our principle 
but againſt all unſcriptural Terms of Communion do's equally 
ſwerſf oblige us to reject BoTH. And your principle, which 
ition makes you ſo zealous for Human Confeſſions, do's equally 
pro- oblige you to Conform to Human Liturgies; tho? you 
vis. don't ſee it. T proceed 0D: - ++ 7 FVV 
„II ADE FEN CE of the 
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prove peruſe, P. 7.) is proved by this 
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You find fault with our Illuſtration of the matter, 


© and they'(the Candidates) may as fully ſatisfy theit or- 


n he The third propofition ( which the Reader is deſired to 
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A Subſcription/ts the Wefiminfer-Confeſior ef Faith 


or to any one uninſpired Confefllon;” inipoſed as the Sol 
and Excluffve Teſt and Srunduri of orthidoxy and Term of 


Minifterial Communion; is a New atid' unfcriptural Term 


of Communion : Therefore, by the fr ff propoſition, rr 
ought not to be Impoſed. In order to a clear and' fatit- 
factory proof, that the Subſcription T mention is à new and 
wnſcriptural Term of Communion, Thall lay before the 


Reader, in one view, all the Canons and Laws of the 


General Syriods of Ulfter, impoſing the Subſcriptiors againſt 
which my Argument is pointed. -— wr 

29 he r of theſe Acts or Canons, was made in 1705 
But it being repeated in the very next Ac they made, 
the Reader will find it in the Act made 1726, com- 
moaly called theP xcrric Acr,in theft words (NARR AT 
Tive. P. 2, 3.) © Wrtxtas there has been a Sufmiſe 


© of a Defigh to lay aſide the Weftminſfer-Confeflion off 


* Faith, and our larger and fhorfer Catechiſms: We 
© of this Sytiod do unanifmoufty declare, that none of us 
have or had ſuch a Deſign, but on the contfary, 4 
© we ſtin adhere to the faid Confeſſton and Catcehifing, 
© fowe do earneſtly recommend to all under our Care to 
© have in their Cuſtody and carefully peruſe them, and 
© to' train up their Children in the Knowledge of them; 
© and if any have ſpoken diſreſpectfully or tending to 
© diſpatage them, we ſtrickly forbid! any fuch thing to 


be done for the future, and that our people Ihou'd be 
© afſured of this as the unanimous Judgment ofthisSynod, 


« for removing all Jealoufies they have had of any Per- 
< ſons on that Account: And we heartily recommend 
and enjoin the faid Confeſſion ( as being a very good 
Abridgment of the Chriſtian Doctrines contain'd in 
© the Sacred Scriptures) to be obſerved according to an 
Act of theGeneralSynod in the Year 1705. Which AR 
is as follows | That ſuch who are to be licenc d to * 
| | Le 
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« theGoſpel ofChri Crite themaſiminſter-Conſeſſion 0 
eGolpe rift „ their 1 to af 
© here to the Doctrine, "Worſhip, Diſcipline and Government 
« of this Church; as alſo thoſe who are licenc'd and have 
© not ſubſcrib di be oblidg'd to ſubſcribe before their being or- 
© daind among ſi us, which was voted and unanimouſly ap- 
c Fron d. ] Which is thus to be underſtood, as now is 
« praftis'd by the Presbyteries, that if any Perſon calld 
upon to ſubſcribe, ſhall ſcruple any Phraſe or Phraſes 
© in the Confaſſion, he ſhall have Nr to uſe his own 
© Expreſſions; which the Presbytery ſhall accept of, pro- 
« viding they judge ſuch a Fark, ſound in the Faith, 
© and that ſuch Expreſſions are conſiſtent with the Sub- 
© ſtance of the Doctrine; and that ſuch Explications ſhall 
be inſerted in the Presbytery-bocks; and that this be a 
© Rule, not only in Relation to Candidates licenc'd by 
© ourſelves, but to all Intrants into the Miniſtry amon 8 


us, tho' they have been licenc'd or ordain d elſewhere * 


In the year 1721, they made three Impoſing Acts, in 
the following words \( Naxrativs P. 54, 55.) For 
© making the Pacific- Act more effectual, and ſecur ing 
the Peace of this Church, it was overtured, Vir, that 
© if there be. any Proteſt entered by any one Minifter, 
© againſt the | mb Ordaining or Inſtalling any 
© Candidate or Miniſter; in that caſe, the Proceedings 
© of that Presbytery in that Affair ſhall ccaſe, untill the 
Meeting of next General Synod. | 
Overture ſecond, That no Perſon be Licenced or 
* Inftalled, without the Concurrence of two thirds of 
the Miniſters of the Presbytery then preſent, and if 
* there be an odd Miniſter in the Na Si ſhall 
© be. added to the two Thirds. 
© Overture third, Is the Pacifße- Act be violated. in 
the manner of L:icenging, Ordaining or Inſtalling any 
c * Perſon, the Miniſter who ſhall preſide in the Lieenc- 
ins, Ordaiving or Inſtalling ſuch Perſon, thall be T7 
* e 
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© pended at the Diſcretion of the ſubſequent Synod. All 
< "theſe Overtures were yoted and approven by this Sy- 
In the year 1722, they declare in theſe words This 
© Synod reſofves moſt Figmry andConstAaNnTLY to adhere 
© to the Weſtminſter-Confeſfion of Faith, as being found- 
© ed on the word of God, and aggrgeable thereunto and 

| © they further ſay that © they adhere to the Vefiminſter- 
© Confeſſion of faith as a Teft of ort body. b 
In the year 1725, they explain the PAciric Acr, en- 
forcing it with penalties of an extraordinary nature, in 
thoſe words. (NARRATTVE P. 140, 141.) That where- 
_ © as the pacific Act has been by ſome Interpreted to in- 
* dulge Intrants into the Miniſtry, in ſcrupling ſome Doc- 
* trines as well asPhraſes in our Confeſſion of Faith; that 
© it be therefore Reſolved by the Synod, that no Pres- 
* bytery ſhall be allowed to interpret ſaid Act in ſuch a 
© Latitude, which we believe is not agreeable to the 
© Senſe of the Sy nod in 1720, nor to the Words in lo 
© which ſaid Act is expreſs 'd ; and if any Intrant ſhall Wl cip 
© ſcruple any Doctrine or Doctrines of our Confeſſion, i ed 
© that the Presbytery to which he belongs ſhall not pro- We. 
© ceed to Licenſe, Ordain or Inftal him until the Ge- oth 
* neral Synod ſhall have an opportunity of judging the 
* Aﬀair, and the Scruples of any Candidate againſt any Pe: 
* Propoſition or Propoſitions in our Confeſſion be Tranſ- end 
© mitted to the ſeveral Presbyteries, that all may have 81 
© their deliberate Thoughts of them ⁊gainſt the time of An 
© the Synod's Mecting ; and that any Candidate who is Fri 
to be Licenſed or Ordained, ſhall be called upon, by © *©* | 
© the Presbytery to which he is Subject, to ſubſcribe the Re: 
© Confeſſion of Faith, when he delivers his firſt Piece Po 
© of Tryal, whether firſt or ſecond Tryals, or before in 
© he be Ordained ; but if notwithſtanding,any Presbyte- fait 
© ry ſhall Licenſe, Ordain, or Inſtal ANY INTRANT of 
© contrary to the above Act, as now Explained and _ X 
5 UE * rea, 
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ote, approving the following overture. 


CHRISTIAN LLiBERTY. AT 
ted, that the Moderator of the Presbytery Licenſing; 
the Miniſter Preſiding in Ordaining, or Inſtalling, ſhall - 
incur the Cenſure of Suſpenſion for a Year, and the 
Perſon Licenſed ſhall be Silenced, and the Intrant O1= 
dained or Inftalled ſhall be DEPC SED, by any par- 
ticular or General Synod which ſhall happen firſt. 
The laſt Scene of this Tragedy was — in the Fa- 


al Rupture made i in the Synod, by their excluſion of the 


ON-SUBSCRIBERs from fynodical Communion, in the 
car 1726. This woful diviſion, which had been a rips 
ning, thro' the various ſteps of it's progreſs, for divers 
ears, appeared now in an OPEN SCHISM, created by their 
(Narrative . 
28, 229.) »The Committee, appointed 85 the ſubſcr 
ing Body, having ſeriouſly Conſidered the PRO 
TIONS offer'd by the Non- ſubſeribers, do obſerve, Te 
ome of the Principles contained in theſe Propoſitionsare 
everſive of the Pacific- Act, ſeveral other important Re- 
ſolutions of the General Synod, and the known Prin- 
ciples of our Conſtitution, which we believe are found 
ed upon and agreeable to the Laws of the Goſpel, as 
well as conſonant to the Principles and Practices of 
other reformed Churches. | 
Wx therefore, juſtly Reject theſe new Terms: of 
Peace contained in their Propoſitions (by which they 
endeayour to eſtabliſh their non-declaring Principles ) 
as inconſiſtent with the Peace and Unity of this Church: 
and we do declare our ſteady Adherence, to our own 
Frinciples, and that it is Matter of the deepeſt Concern 
to us, that by theſe their Principles, and their declared 
Reſolution to adhere to them, they put it out of our 
Power, to maintain Miniſterial Communion with them 
in Church-judicatories as formerly, conſiſtently with the 
faithful Diſcharge of our Miniſterial Office and the Peace 
of our own Conſciences. 
bas Ao a review of the excluſive Canons and Dy 
F 0 


42 A DETENCFOof 
ol the Synod herein above recited, and of the Terms d 
Miniſterial Communion they preſcribe, it will be natur; 
enough, and modeſt enough too, to demand a ſatisfacton 
anſwer to theſe Querys, viz. [5 all this fine work Jun uni 
Divino ? Can the Synod fay, it hath ſcemed good! 
the Holy Ghoſt, and to us? Did Jeſus Chriſt, or h uni 
Apoſtles Impoſe an aſſent or Subſcription to the We 
minſter-Contefſion of Faith, as a Term of Miniſter (5i1 
Communion ; in the very form, method, and words, Moſed 
which it was framed by the Aſſembly of Divines at We 72 
minſter, about the middle of the laff Century? And, walſſhuni 
it ſo much as poſſible, that the Bible ſhou'd commanW; 
Candidates to. Subſcribe a Book, which was not in beine r 
for more than fifteen hundred years, after the Canon Mat t 
Scripture was cloſed ? Is there any paſſage of Scriptun uni 
that gives a power to any -ONE SINGLE Miniſter, upon Wan r 
 ProTEsT made by him againſt Licenſing, ar Ocdai an 
ing any Candidate, to ſtop the ordination of thi{Poin 
Candidate, who may be a moſt worthy man, entitle Hlcar 
to ordination by the rules of the Goſpel, and whe zyno 
the whole presbytery (except that one proteſting mer 
ber) may, upon good grounds, think themſelves oblig rin: 
ed in Conſcience to proceed immediately to his ordin Harth 
ation? Is there any Law of Chriſt, and where is xen 
requiring the concurrence of the Two THIRDs and thifrom 
' ODD MAN, as a neceſſary term of Miniſterial Commun 
on? Is there any Law of Chriſt, and where is it, for inf th 
flicting the Cenſure of Suſpenſion on the perſon prefidi e 
in the Licentiating or ordination of a man contrary to IR 
Pacific act, a meer human Invention; by which ſuſpen 
tionhe ſtands prohibited and incapacitated tor doing an 
Duty of the paſtoral office? Has the Scripture enacte 
the Church-Canon, commonly called the Paciric acll „ 
made by the Synod in 1720, or the Explanation of fai 
Act made 1725,.or the Act of excluſion of the Nowlf/;e:; 
SUBSCRIBERS, for their diſapprobation of ſaid Acts, or a¶ Arg 
of the other Acts and 2 herein above recited; 
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ns 08: what place or places of the New Teſtament are 40, 
aturſhr any of theſe Acts and Canons to be found? Can any 
ing be accounted a Scriptural Term of Religious Com- 
union, but what 1s contained in the Scriptures, in the 
ood ry form and words in which it is made a Term of Com- 
union by men? Can it be denyed then, that Subſerip- 
on to the Weſiminſier-Confteſfion, or to any other un- 
ſpired Confeſſion, the Compoſure of fallible men, im- 
oſed in it's peculiar form and words, as the fole and ex- 
Weor-/roe Teft of orthodxy and Term of Miniſterial Com- 
union, tho neither the book it ſelf, nor any of the Syno- 
manWical Laws impoſing ſubſcription to it, are recorded in 
Wc new Teſtament ; can it be fairly denyed, I fay, 
on What theſe are unſcriptural Terms of Miniſterial Com- 
pturgunion ? I appeal to every man of common ſenſe who 
an read the Bible, if all theſe 2 verys muſt not neceſſarily 


Point, which eſtabliſheth the force of my Argument is 
learly proved, viz. that the ſubſcription impoſed by the 
Synod is a new and unſcriptural Term of Miniſterial 
mem ommunion: and, therefore, that Non-Subſcription is no 
rime, being no tranſgreſſion of any Law of Chrift ; nay, 
arther, that it is a Laudable Remonſtrance againſt the 
is Wxerciſe of an uſurped power, that greatly derogates 
d rom the prerogative of Chriſt as the only King of his 
munpwyn Kingdom, and from the Perfection and Sufficiency 
df the Holy Scriptures. By all which it appears, that 
he Fixsr Argument, I have offered in proof of the 
to FIRST Propoſition, is in full force againſt theSubſcription 
mpoſed by Synodical Authority. That the orHER Five 
g an Arguments will likewiſe bear a juſt application, to the 
natoame purpole, is what I am now to ſhow. . 
Hat the Impoſition of the Subſcription, under de- 
bate, is an ENCROACHMENT on the Rights of Con- 
cience and private Judgment (according to the Second 
or Argument), is thus proved. The Candidate to be licenſ- 
EE ENT F 2 | cd, 
k | 


anſwered in the negative. If 1o, I ſhou'd think, the 
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ed, ordained, or inſtalled, having deliberately conſidere 


ments and ordinances of men in matters of Conſcienc 
and Religion; eſpecially, when Human Canons are en 


the very ſame reaſons, the presbytery, having had clea 


NY IU * 8 9 3 
ö 4 


the Subſcription, impoſed by the Synod as a Term d 
Miniſterial Communion, is perſuaded in his Conſcienc 
that IT is a new and unſcriptural Term of Communion 
Superadded to the Terms appointed in the Goſpel, b 
fallible men; who not only want power from Chriſt t 
make any ſuch New Terms, but who are expreſly for 
bid to aſſume or exerciſe any ſuch power; and, tha 
he is warranted by the Laws of Chriſt, and obliged in 
Conſcience, to pay no obedience to the' meer Command 


acted in violation of a Divine Law forbidding-them : and 
therefore, he chuſes to obey God rather than man. Fo 


and ſufficientevidence of his ſoundneſs in the faith,(which 
by the Second propoſition, they may have without the 
Impoſed ſubſcription ) and of his having all other re 
quiſite Abilities and Qualifications for the work of the 
Miniſtry, dare not refuſe him ordination, licenſe, or 
inſtallment ; and they proceed accordingly. The Chriſ. 
tian people who have called him to be their paſtor, for 
the very ſame reaſons, think they have a Right to chuſe 
any one to be their Miniſter who is qualified according to 
the Goſpel; and, that they are hound in Conſcience to 
efteem him highly in love for his work's ſake, and to cleaye 
to his Miniſtry, untill he be convicted of ſome offence, 
which do's, by the Goſpel- Law, ſubje& him to a forfei- 
ture of the paſtoral office and Character; and to pay no 
regard to any Cenſure of Depoſition inflicted, for MEER 
CANONICAL pretended Crimes, to which the Goſpel is 
an utter ſtranger. But the Synod's excluſive Laws pay 
no regard to any of thoſe pleas of Conſcience ; they di- 
rectly command the CAN DIDbATE, PRESBYTERY, and Gon- 
GREGATION, to do things which are repugnant to the de- 
liberate Dictates of their Conſcience. The perſon pre- 

: Is . ſiding 


* 


all the Chriftian vertues and graces. 
tain in Fact, that many of the moſt eminent and 


| C HRISTIAN 1. 1 BERT Y. 
ſiding is to be ſuſpended for a year; and, during that 
time he is abſolutely forbid to preach the Goſpel and to 
feed the flock; tho by the Laws of his Great Lord and 


"7 


only Maſter he is commanded to do it. The perſon 
lawfully ordained is DEDYOSED, tho notwithſtanding of 
this unjuſt Cenſure, he may happen to be a man or 
Gop, indeed, remarkable for exemplary piety, for ex- 
cellent Miniſterial Gifts, and for an eminent degree of 
And, it is cer- 


pious Divines, that have been u and $snminG 
Licars in other Churches, muſt have been all depoſed 
by the ſame grievous excluſive Laws, had they been in- 


ſtalled in any Congregation within the Synodical Circle, 


fince the date of theſe Laws. How little this practice 
favours of the true ſpirit of Chriſtianity, which is fo 


full of meekneſs, charity and forbearance, ſo. full of 
Compaſſion and of a tender regard for the Conſciences 
of all the faithful ſervants of Chriſt, deſerves the moſt 
ſerious conſideration of all Chriftian paſtors and people. 
Fat the Synodical Subſcription is chargeable 

with Schis, (according to the third Argument 

for proving the rſt propoſition) appears thus. It is a 
manifeſt Schiſm, to keep out, or turn out of the Miniſtry, 
any who have complyed with all the Scriptural Terms 
of Miniſterial Communion, and who are duly qualified 
for it; meerly for declining a Conformity to unſeriptu- 
ral Terms ; and to treat them with contempt and expoſe 
them to popular odium, for that and no other cauſe. But 
the Synodicat Laws have expreſly decree d, that all who 
do not Subſcribe ſhall be kept out of the Miniſtry ; and, 
if anyPresbytery ſhou'd be ſo juſt and charitableas to or- 
dain any Nox-SvRgscRIBER, the perſon ordained ſhall be 
DEPOSED ; by which he is judged to have forfeited: the 
Miniſterial Character, and to be utterly unworthy of it. 
What animoſities and diviſions this impoſing Spirit hath 
= : pro- 


4 Di ef 
produced, is too notorious to need any proof. For no 
other Cauſe, but our adhering to the Goſpel-Conditions 


and Terms of Miniſterial Communion, as ſufficient with- 


out ſubſcription which is none of them, have our Syno- 
dical Brethren thought fit to exclude the whole preſ- 

bytery of Antrim from their Body: tho we gave them, 
from Synod to Synod, repeated challenges to prove that 
any one of us was chargeable with corrupting the Doc- 
trines of Chriſtianity, or with any ſcandalous Immorality. 
For bleſſed be God, we had for our rejoycing the Teſti- 
mon ¶ our Conſciences. Our greateſt Enemies durſt not 
accept of the challenge; but found that the ſureſt way 
they had, was, to uſe the mean and ſneaking artifices of 


detraction and calumny, by infuſing groundleſs Jealou- 


fies (as you do) into the minds of the populace ; Who 
were generally unacquainted with the true ſtate of the 
Controverſy about SusscrIPTION ; and, who cou'd not 
diſtinguiſh between a declining of ſubſcription to the ef- 
minfler-Confeſſion, from a disbelief of the Doctrines it 

contains, which was Nor the caſe; and a declining of Sub- 
ſcription to ir, or to any other Book, when it is made 
an Human Teſt of Divine Truths, and a ſole excluſtve 
ſtandard and term of Miniſterial Communion, which was 


the true State of the Caſe; as every body may now 


clearly fee, by the Six Propoſitions L am defending. The 
deluded people, going upon the wrong ſtate of the Queſ- 
tion, immediately took fire; ; concluding, that every bo- 
dy that wou'd not ſubſcribe the Confeſſion muſt deny 
the great truths it contains, or at leaſt ſome of them. 


Which uncharitable and groundleſs opinion they imbib- 


ed greedily, from the leaſt dark hint given them by any 


furious zealot; nay, from any ſuch (happening to talk 


about Non-ſubſeribers ) a ſhrug of the ſhoulders, a grave 
ſhake of the head, a deep ſigh, a melancholy tone of the 
voiceor a ny other ſtu pid ſignal of that kind, was enough 
to raiſe a Panic, and to blacken the Characters they durſt 

not 


not impeach in an open Candid manner, before men of 


T 
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ſenſe. | io 02H STS | 

From the year 1721 to 1726, every Synod inflamed 
the Diviſions, by a prevalent ſpirit of ſchiſm, which 
Govern'd the Councils of their Leaders; as will appear by 
the following brief sketch of their proceedings,which the 
nature of my Argument obliges me to lay before the 
Reader. In the year 1721, the' very Controverſy which 
had ſplit the proteſtant Diſſenting Miniſters of London, in 
their Aſſembly at Salters-hall in 1719, was introduced 
into the Synod; tho' in 1720, the Synod in their Letter 
to the London-Miniſters, had declared they wou'd not med- 
ale with the Controverſy, nor take any part in that de- 
late. That Synodical debate was ſcarce over, before a- 
nother was brought in, upon a motion for Liberty to ſub- 


ſcribe the Weftmin/ter-Confeſſion, according to the Terms 
of the Pacific Act. This brought on the Carpet a long 


and warm debate, about impoſing Creeds and Confeſ- 
ſions as Terms of Communion. The worthy Miniſters 
of Dublin, foreſeeing the evil tendency of theſe, proceed - 
ings, againſt which they cautioned the Synod with 


great zeal and afſection; obſerved, with pleaſure, the 
of the Non-Subſcribers, 
(with reſpect to the great Article of our Saviour's Deity) 


vindication of the orthodoxy 


recorded in the minutes of that Synod ; and, they and 


all the friends of peace rejoyced in the Synod's CMAXI- 


TABLE DECLARATION, wherein they ſet forth, hat they did 
not intend to inſinuate the leaſt reflection upon the None ſub- 
fſcribers, as if they were unſound in the faith, and that 
different ſentiments on that head do not juſtify uncharitable 
jealouſſes, or breach of Communion among us. But, the poy- 
lon, communicated by theſe debates, was too ſtrong to 
be expelled by ſo weak an Antidote. Supplications from 
the - Seſſions of 'cighteen Congregations, were read in op- 
en Synod, containing odious and ſcandalous reflections 


on Miniſters as not ſound in the Faith, deſcribed by ſuch 
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Characters, as made it clear that they were pointed as 


* v > 
* 5 
& 


gainſt the Belfaſi-Society. Had the Synod reaſoned. with 
the Meſſengers, who thruſt theſe /Ccandalous Libels into 


their hands, for ſhewing-them the evil of ſuch vile ca- 
lumny,they had exonor'd their own Conſciences, at leaſt; 
if they cou'd not convince the guilty. . But their Silence 
was à facit encouragement to ſuch evil practices. And; 
the mean complyances the Synod made, by their Declur- 
ation and Subſcription, to ſatisfy the jealous, who laid 
them under an Arbitrary Inquiſition, contrary to the 
Rules of Chriſtian Diſcipline, proved 'a virtual Licenſe 


to theſe Libellers to accuſe all, who wou'd preferr — 
ds. 


tural Diſcipline to their Arbitrary and petulant deman 

All the Sixteen earneſtly pray, that all the members of 
the Synod and of allInferior Judicatories may be obliged 
to ſubſcribe the Veſminſter-Conſeſſion, as the Confeſſion 
of their faith * This previous ſtep was contriyued to diſs 
treſs the friends of Liberty. And, in the Synod's Chari- 
table Declaration, there was an ambiguous Clauſe, which 
was improved by thoſe who had a mind to evade the force 
of that declaration. The words are * we earneſtly recom- 
mend to our people, that they may entertain no jealou- 
fies or ill opinions concerning any of their Miniſters, 
meerly on account of their not ſubſcribing AT Tas TIME 
The conſtruction the uncharitable put upon it, was, that 
if their Miniſters would not Subſcribe in ſome ſhort time 
after this Synod, they could not be entitled to the bene- 
fite of the Charitable Declaration ; that there was to be 
no Synodical breach at THaT TIE; it was to be the 
work of another time, of another Synod, when the Non- 
ſubſcribers would be more weakened and diſcouraged, 


by the deſertion of their hearers, and the deſtruction of 


their Congregations; which was immediately ſet on 
foot. For, even before the Concluſion of that Synod, 
an application was made to them for a New Erecti- 
on, meerly on account of their Miniſters not Subſcrib- 
_ = an 
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daf ng at that time; and in leſs than two years, three new 
ith Nongregations were erected upon the ſame foundation, and 
into Nnore afterwards. Ns En rb 
Immediately after thisSynod,the Pur rr and the PRxss 
begun to ſound an alarm; a vile-Incendiary publiſhed a 


candalous Libel, called 7he Mind of the Synod ; charging 
nd; Ihe Von-ſubſcribers with ARTANISM and many other abo- 
ar- Wninable Errors; notwithſtanding of the juſt vindication 
laid pf. em from thoſe aſperſions, ſtanding upon record in the 
the ynod's Minutes. And,tho' the late Rd. Meſſrs Boy/e,Weld, 


nie Nyedel, and Choppin, eye and ear-witneſſes of the whole 
ranſactions of that Synod, did by their Letters, publiſned 
o the world, expreſs their full ſatisfaction with the proofs 


s of {MWnade of the Orthodoxy of the Non-/ub/cribers, in that 
get great Article of the Supreme Deity of our Saviour; and, 
ion Who they clearly refuted the Calumny of that malicious, 


upid Scribbler; His ſcandalous ſtories were induſtriouſſy 


ari= ropagated, and believed by many, who treated with 
ch MWontempt the demonſtration that was given of their arrant 


alſhood. A Deplorable effe& of horrid Bigotry, that 
om tops all the avenues thro' which Truth can enter into the 
ous {Minds of reaſonable Creatures | | 
ters, In the Synod 1722, an overture was brought into 
pen Synod, and for ſome time warmly debated, for ex- 
that Nlading out of communion with the Synod all thoſe who 


ime Nyould not ſubſcribe the Weſtminſter-Confeſſion of Faith, and 


ne- e 4n/wers to the fifth and ſixth @ weſtions in the 
5 be ſſembly's Shorter Catechiſin; where Jealouſies and 
the eflections were vented very liberally againſt Non- 
n- W2/cribers ; and with much ado it was prevented from 
red, eing paſt into an Act. Tis true, they made, in the 
of Noncluſion, a ſort of a new CharitableDeclaration in our 
on ſvour; but it was ſo'tack'd to a new ſet of Impoſitions 
nd Declarations, and paſt with ſuch a Limitation and 
i- $01:ition, as made it look very awkward,and very like a 
rib- ing that was much againſt the grain: It is in Wh. 
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words © Tho' they” ( the Sy nod) © adhere to the 'Weff 


refuſe them ordination, meerly becauſe they will not com 


_ againſt Canons they take to be ſinful, they ſhall have oz 


* 
f 


© minſter-Conſeſſion of Faith as a 7eft of orthodoxy, ye 
they deſire toexerciſcChriſtian forbearance towards thei 
© Brethren now actually in the Miniſtry inthisChurch,witt 
© reſpe& to their different ſentiments on this Head; Pro 
© vIDeD always, that they govern themſelves accordi 
© to the acts of Synods in this Church, and do not di tur 
© the peace thereof i. e. while the Non-ſub/cribers wil 
be our humble Slaves, and reject the moſt pious and wel 
qualified Candidates' whom Chriſt has received, and com 
manded them (as they verily believe) to receive; and 


ply with unſcriptural Terms ; while they will prefer obe 
dience to our Ads and Teſts to what themſelves account 
obedience to the Laws of the Goſpel ; while they tame; 
ſubmit to our Laws, and do not preſume to difurb the 
peace of this Church, by fo much as opening their lipy 


good leave to ſit in our Synods. But if they give way t 4h 
their Conſciences, and rebell againſt our Excluſive Tefft i 
orthodoxy, they muſt expect to turn out; their praCtict 
will then be intolerable.” Rare Charity, this: If we muf 
thus govern ourſelves, who would be our Maſter ? Chriſt 
SST > EO oy ers 
N the year 1723, an extraordinary proceſs managed 
with keenneſs,andas an avowed juſtification of a breacti 
of Communion, was carryed on againſt the Non-ſub/crib 
ers, before the Synod, by a particular Hand, who under in 
took the proſecution. His charge againſt them was iii. 5 
theſe words © That the Non-ſubſcribers maintain prin be 
© ciples, which open a door to let in Errors and Hereſie 


into this Church” And being asked what theſe prin}. . 


ciples are, held by them, which open a door, &c. Het; c. 
charged them with holding this principle © That no De. » 
© claration of faith, Creed or Confeſſion of Faith, inf. * 
© human words meerly, or the words of fallible men, i *44 
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£ or can be a Teſt of orthodoxy, or Terms of Miniſterial 
« Communion in this Church.“ For a full and juſt ac- 
count of this proceſs, I beg leave to refer the Reader to 
our NARRATIVE of the proceedings of ſeven General Synods, 


&c. from p. 74 to p. 133. If the conduct of the Sy nod 
in hat proceſs has been uncharitable, partial, and mani- 


feſtly unjuſt, it will ſtrengthen my Argument ſor fixing 
the guilt of Schiſm upon their Impoſitions. This I will 


endeavour to prove, from Facts which ſtand upon record 


in their own Minutes. 

Firſt, it appears, that the Defendants demanded, as an 
act of Juſtice, that the, Proſecutor Thould be obliged- to 
explain his charge, becauſe it was capable of 1 
ry ſenſes; which, if unexplained, would render it impoſ- 
fible for them to make their proper Defences, and would 
lead the Judges to a wrong or ambiguous Deciſion. But 


„che Synod would neither oblige the Proſecutor to ex- 


plain the Charge, nor give any Explanation themſelves. 
The abſurdity and Iniquity of ſuch a proceeding is ſuf- 
ficiently expoſed in the wr1izzen plea of the Defendants, 
entered into the Synod's Records, a Copy whereof is 
placed at the foot of the page. 


0 om „ 
Abs Sond thisSynod have not been pleaſed to oblidge n aſcertain the 
: ; Senſe of this generalPropofition wherewith they charge . That ne Declaratian 


of Faith Cre — or Confeſſion 9 1 in human Words meerly, or the Words eee 

is or can he a Teft Ori =: Seo of Minfterial ommunion in thisChurch 

, „ uhich Propoſition we have ſhown to be ſo Ambiguous, as to admit of contr a- 
C 440 Meanings, whereby Perplexit 3 and Confuſion may be Occaſioned, both 
in the Pleadin s of the Partys, and Judgment of the Lenihan, which tends 
; 9 Influence the ſudges to come to wrong or ambiguous Concluſions; The 
, DEFENDANTS therefore 1 g; that if the above mentioned Propoſition 


be underftood in this * e, viz. That no Declaration or Confeſfion of Faith 
* except in Scripture Wards only, 6 5 A os required of any as an Evidente of their Sound- 
”= 5 in the Faith, in order to Duakfy or Admiffion into the Migiftry in this Churb, 


then the Defendants 10 the FR SECU'LORS to proceed in adducing 
* their Evidence, under the Limitation bere after 10 be mentioned, for proving that 


they, the faid . have vented and maintained the ſaid Principle in the 


g ' fa} Senſe. It the ropoſition is to be underſtood in the following Senſe, viz. That 


* no particular authorized Form in the words of 7 + Men ſbouli be the ſole 2 i 


* excluſive Teſt 2 Orthodoxy, /o as Sen tor farticular Pe forte a 22 
al 


hi th in his own goat than 7. 9 72 
2 tel e the Miniftery in ibis — then the 52 ANTS Anſwer, 
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52 A Drrfc of 
Such an ambiguous Indictment againſt a Priſoner 
at the Bar, would be quaſhed immediately. Had the 
Defendants been allowed the Liberty of ſhewing 
that the Charge, when explained and confined: to the 
principle which was really theirs, was not relevant, (a 
term uſed in Eccleſiaſtical Aſſemblies, of our perſuaſion), 
that is to ſay, that it contained no cenſurable offence, and 
that, therefore, it ought not to be ſuſtained as an Article 
of a Libel againſt any man; they would have clearly 
proved, that the principle they held is ſo far from open. 
ing a door to let in hereſy and Error into the Church, that 
it was a noble ſecurity to Truth; as will appear in the 
ſequel of this Defence. ARS 
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Secondly, when the proſecutors ( for now there were 
two of them) for proving their ambiguous charge, offered 
to read ſome paragraphs of a Book entituled a VIxDIcA- 
TION of the presbyterian Minifters in the North of Ireland, 
ſubſcribers and Non-ſubſcribers,from many groſs andground- 

) leſs aſperſiuns, Kc. The Defendants objected, that the 
proſecutors ought firſt to prove, that the Defendants "I 
the 


That the Accuſation is not RELEVANT, that is to ſay, It does not infer 

* Cenſure, and therefore ought not to be the matter of an 138 gy: 6 lf 

* it be alledg'd, that the Propoſition is to be taken in bo!Þ Senſes, then the De- 

* fendants ſay, that the Accuſation is Contradictory and Abſurd, and ought to be 

immediately Rejetted,without admitting the Proſecutors to adduce any Evidence 

* at all. If the aforeſaid Propoſition is to be underſtood in a Senſe different from 

* either of theſe above aſſigned, the Defendants Anſwer, that they can make no 

© Defence, till the Senſe be declared, either by the Proſecutors or by the Synod. 

© But whereas the Proſecutors declared, that their general Propoſition did not 

* mean nor glance at what is commonly called rhe ALTERNATIVE, which 

* we take to be this, that a Perſon in order to his being Dualifyed for Admiſſion ini 

=» © this Church, cu d be allowed his Liberty to declare his Faith in the Words of tht 

* Weſtminſter-Confeflion, or ſo ue Words of his cron, which may be ſatisfying ta his 

© Ordainers ; altho* that Explanation is not ſufficient, yer ſince the Synod have 

© *© refuſed to requireany thing further from the Proſecutors,the Defendants are willing 

to proceed, reſerving to themſelves the Liberty of demanding a more full Expli- 

© cation, which may appear neceſſary in the Courſe of the Trial. The Limitation 

with reſpett to the Evidence, already Referred to, is this; that no Evidence ſhall 

© be Admitted againſt them here but ſuch as was offered to the Synod of Be/faf, 

© becauſe ſuch only ſnou d be brought before this Synod upon the APPEAL; and 

© becauſe they have a right, by the common Rules of Proceeding in this Church, 

©to know the Evidenee that is to be brought againſt them, a competent Time 

© before their Tryal; in order to their being prepared for making 2 Defence, 

and the Defendants humbly Crave that this written Plea be centred into the Re- 
«cords of this Synod. | 
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the authors or abettors of the Vinp1catIOon, before any 
the part of it ſhould be read as evidence againſt them; which, 
ing as it was the moſt natural and juſt method of proceeding, 
the it would fave time. For the Defendants were perfectly 
(a ſure, and the event ſhowed they were not miſtaken, that 
n), the proſecutors could not fix that book on them; and, 
that the inverting of the natural and juſt order was an Ax 
TIFICE to lead theDefendants into a Defence of that book; 
and, by this means to make them evidences againſt them- 
elves, that they might be condemned out of their own 
mouths, when they could not be fairly convicted upon 
the teſtimony of witneſſes : a proceeding, that ought to 
be check'd and diſcouraged by all Righteous Judges. 
But the Synod, deaf to this demand of Common Juſtice, 
oyerruled the plea of the Defendants, and allowed the 
proſecutors to go on in their own way. Upon which, 
the firſt of the proſecutors, read ſeveral paragraphs out of 
the VinpIcaTION, making what remarks he thought 
proper for the ſervice of his Cauſe ; of which the Defen- 
dants took brief notes, for enabling them to give a reply 


nod would be quite ſo unreaſonable,as to condemn a book, 


: inter Wbrought in evidence againſt them, without allowing them 
. n opportunity of being heard, on the objections made a- 
dence gainſt it by their accuſer. But the event convinced them, 
: fronthat they had been too ſanguine in their expectations. 

ake no : ; . 
Synod Thirdly, the Proſecutors charged the Defendants with 
1d not 


olding a principle, which they (the proſecutors ) cal- 


for ed a dangerous error, and which the Defendants affirm- 
1 bis d to be an Important Truth. This charge they found- 


xd on the following paſſage of a paper publiſhed by the 
Belfaſi-Socicty in 1720, and avowed by them in the face 
df the Synod, entituled THE GOOD ord way, wherein 
hey ſay, p. 13. Indeed we think, that tis very agree- 


efence, IM and the ſincerity Chrifsians permit them to differ; and 


at a proper time; not in the leaſt ſuſpecting, that the Sy- 
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© which, therefore, cannos be the eſſentials and vitals of 
religion, ſhould not occaſion any breach, alienation of 
affection, or excommunicatingCanons.* The Error charg- 
ed on the Defendants was in this implied propoſition, 
that zheſe points, wherein the reaſon of men and the 
 fncerity of Chriſtians permit them to differ; can- 
not be the Eſſentials or vitals of religion ; which pro- 
poſition was maintained, by the Defendants, as a great and 
Important Truth, and _— by the e e as 2 
dangerous Error. The Defendants, in proof of their pro- 
poſition, ſaid, that if rr be falſe, then the reverſe of it, the 


4 


contradictory propoſition muſt be true: for of two con- 4 
tradictory propoſitions, one muſt be falſe and the othei 
true. But the contradictory propoſition, which is this, 5 
(that zhoſe points wherein the reaſon of men and ſincerity n 


entials or vitals of Religion ) is evidently falſe. Fo - 

if ſinccrity can permit them to differ, it can permit them 
to err, in the Eſſentials or vitals of Religion. If fo, 
ſincerity permits them to fall into a fundamental Error 
which, by the very nature of a fundamental Error, muſl "i 
be damnable. Then may Chriſtians have /ancere faith in 
Chriſt, ſiucere repentance, er love to God and man! 

iucere new obedicnce, (for all this is included in the 

Jinceritiy of Chriſtians), and may nevertheleſs, be in a 
ſtate of damnation, by holding ſome fundamental Error 
If this Doctrine be true, they may bid adieu to the peace 
and joy of believing, and to the greateſt comforts of the 
' Chriſtian Life, which ariſe from a Conſcious ſenſe « 
their ſincerity thro' Chriſ Jeſus. 111: 34008 
The Defendants further argued from the following 
Texts. Rom. viii. 1. There is therefore now no condenmation 
zo them which are in Chriſt Jeſus ,who walk not after the 
Peſo, but after the ſpirit. Now, all ſincere Chriſtian - 
are in Chriſt Jeſus, &c. Therefore, there is no conden 
nation to any ſuch, and their ſincerity do's not permit 
them to err fundamentally : for if it did, from W 
ITY Fs 


IH ſtians permit them to differ, are, or may be the 
if fi 


od 
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definition of a fundamental Error, there would be con- 
demnation to them. Fo. vii. 17.1f anyman will do his will, 
he ſhall know of the Doctrine, whether it be of God, or 
whether I ſpeak of my ſelf. Now, all ſincere Chriſtians, 
are doers of the will of God; and, therefore, entitled to the 
promiſe that they ſhall know the Doctrine; not abſolutely 
all (even Religious) Truth; but from the nature of the 
thing, the ſcope of the whole Goſpel, and the Context, 
it muſt be underſtood as a ſecurity againſt error in the 
Eſſentials or vitals of Religion. Jo. x. 3, 4, 5 the 
heep hear his voice he goeth before them, and the 
ep follow Him. for they know his voice. And a ſtranger 
will they not follow but will flee from him for they know 
not the voice of rangers. Now, erring fundamentally, 
erring in the Eſſentials and vitals of Religion, is inconſiſt- 
ent with the Character Chriſt here gives of his ſheep, i. e. 
of all fincere Chriſtians. . 5 | 

This Erroneous Doctrine of the Proſecutors was alleged 
by the Defendants to be contrary to an Excellent article 
in the Weftminſter-Confeſſion, which ſays ( Crap. ii. 
ART. 7, ) © Thoſe things which are neceſſary to be 
« known, believed and obſerved forSalyation are ſo clear- 
«ly propounded and opened in ſome place of ſcripture 
« or other, that not only the Learned but the unlearned, 
«ina due uſẽ of the ordinary means may attain unto a 
« ſufficient underſtanding of them.“ Sincere Chriftians, do 
duly uſe the ordinary means; and, therefore, they actually 
attain to a ſufficient under flanding of all things neceſſary 
to be known, believed and obſerved for ſalvation, in other 
words, of all fundamental articles of faith, and, therefore, 
their ſincerity do's not permit them to err fundamentally ; 
for that would fix upon them an Error, in points of which 
riſtiam — 885 a JE * j : thing, in it ſelf im. 
To theſe Arguments the proſecutors made no reply. 
But in favour of their own Doctrine, they advanced two 
E things. 
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things. Iſt, That a good man, a Sincere: Chriſtian, may 
fall into a deliberate tranſgreſſion; and by a parity of rea- 
ſon, into a fundamental Error; tho' they did not ſup- yer 
poſe he could continue in either, becauſe of the doctrine 
of the perſeverance of ſaints. It was AnswtreD, that ner 
the argument did not conclude; for the Queſtion is not, 
what a good man, a Sincere Chriſtian, may happen tom: 
do, when his ſincerity forſakes him but what his ſtill 
remaining ſincerity permits him to do? If he falls into a n t. 
deliberate Tranſgreſſion, his Sincerity Has departed from Wvhi 
him; and, while his Sincerity remains, it do's not permit Man 
him to fall into a deliberate Sin, nor into a fundamental po. 
Error. 2dly, they argued from the caſe of 7 homas, who 
denied, (they ſhould have rather faid doubted) of the @icic 
Reſurrection of Chriſt, which is evidently declared inen 
ſcripture a Fundamental Article of Chriſtianity ; To 
which the Defendants replied, that the Reſurrection offWcra 
Chriſt, is undoubtedly Fundamental now. ; but it ee 
was not ſo, when Thomas denied or doubted of it, he had Moul: 
not the clear and full eyidence of the truth of it laid Wicat 
before him then; and that part of the ſcriptures, which i 
afterwards made it a fundamental, was not then written. 
But the proſecutors fill inſiſted, that the number of Fun- me 
damentals was the /ame from the beginning ofChriſtianity; 
nay, the ſame under the old Teſtament, as now, that is, (as 
they explained them) thoſe things which were funda- noc 
mental, or neceſſary to be believed as paſ or actually ex- 
i ting, were formerly fundamental as future and promiſed ;W! th 
which, the Defendants ſaid, appeared to them to bea very 
groſs miſtake. For ſome things made fundamental ini 
the new Teſtament were not ſo clearly revealed under the ii: 
old Teftament, nor ſo exprefily declared to be neceſſary und 
to ſalvation, as to render them Fundamental Articles in 
in that Diſpenſation. But the New Teſtament Revelation nit. 
of them is ſo perſpicuous, and the neceſſity of believing e | 

. ; them, I 1m 


them, as a term of ſalyation, ſo expreſſly determined in 


na | 
he Bible, that they are now fundamental, tho they 


rea- 


ups ere not fo former. . | 

rine The judicious Reader muſt obſerve, from the manag- 
that Wnent of this branch of the Controverſy, that men who 
not; MWconſcienciouſly declineSubſcription to a Confeſſion, vhen 
1 tofſWmpoſed as an Excluſive Teft,and a Term of Communion, 
ſtill Hnay notwithſtanding firmly believe the Truths contained 
to ain that Confeſſion, and prove zealous advocates for them, 


Tom [Which was the caſe of the Defendants; And on the other 


-rmit Mand, that ſome may be keen impoſers of every /ingle pro- 
ental/ition in the Veſtminſter-Confeſſion upon others, and 
who het may vent and yehemently contend for errors of per- 
the icious influence on practice, clearly condemned by rea- 


d in 
To 
n of 
it it 


on and ſcripture, and by an important article of hat 
ery Confeſfion for which they profeſs fo great a ve- 
eration, which was the caſe of the proſecutors. The 
Defendants had great reaſon to complain, that the ſynod 


» had Mould never be prevailed on,tho' often preſs'd to it, to vin- 
 laidWicate them, the Defendants, from teaching falſe Doct- 
hich ine; tho' this was aSolemn charge brought againſt them, 
itten. Ind entred in their records. Common juſtice and the 
Fun- ommon courſe of Chriſtian Diſcipline required, that the 
nity; Pefendants ſhould have been honourably acquitted, after 
s, (as heir giving ſuch a clear and full demonſtration of their 
inda-MWnocence. What was now become of theSynod's mighty 
ly ex- Neal for Truth and Orthodoxy, ſo much boaited of by 
iſed; l their partizans, as the pure ſpring of their Exclu/rve 
very and Impoſtions ? What! muſt the deſpiſed Non-/ab-. 
tal in ibers have the honour of fanding alone, in defence of 


vine Truth, while their accuſers let their Error fly 
und the Synod and a crowded Audience, with as much 
dldneſs, as if they had been licenc'd to do it with Im- 
nity, and without cenſure ; the Synod acting rather 


er the 
ſſary 
les in 
lation 
eving 
them, ¶ impartial Judges, and as the friends of Truth! 

: Fourthly, 
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ſes, that were not offered at the Belfaſ?-Synod ; whid 
ſential Rules of an equitable proceſs, upon an Appeal 
fiom this plea the Defendants would not depart, and th 


the Defendants; there being no evidence againſt then 


mand, as implying a jealouſy of the Synod's deſign 


$ 
N ' A. : . 
| ! 
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Fourth, the proſecutors, for proof of the fu uit 
charge, about Creeds and Confeſſions, &c. ( ſet fort 
P. 50.) inſiſted upon a Liberty of adducing new witneſ 


the Defendants oppoſed, as being contrary to all the 9 


Synod had no power to oblige them to it. The Syno 
ought to have paſſed Judgment and to have acquitte 


The plain courſe of juſtice demanded this iſſue. But iy 
ſtead of this, the Synod appointed a Committee to“ fram 
Overtures upon this affair, and bring them in to ne 
Sederunt.' The Defendants demanded of the Synod, 
their Right, that hee overtures might, be communicate 
to them, and that they ſhould be heard uponthem, befo 
the Synod: ſhould come to any . reſolution about then 
To which the Moptrarox, ( ſeeming to reſent the de 


condemn without hearing ) anſwered, why do you doubt .. ? 


the Synod ® Do you think the Synod is capable of doi con 


ſuch a thing, as to judge overtures that affect you, uiii, 


out firſt hearing you? No Member contradicting hin ;beo 
they took this to be the public faith of the Synod. T ane 
Moderators argument was indeed, very ſtrong for provinfiff . 
that the Sy nod ought not to have done ſuch a barbara 28 
piece of injuſtice, as to judge without hearing; but ve — 
weak for ſhe wing, that they were not capable of doing i * 
for, to their laſting reproach, they did it in a few houſſ © i 
after the Defendants had put in their Claim of Riel Sy. 
againſt it. Theſe proceedings muſt he aſtoniſhing to po 71. 
terity. To judge three material points, without hear or 
the parties affected by them; and, three /everal times = 
reſolve by vote, that they would not bear them, has ſom... 
thing in it that is very ſhocking to human Nature. Tt «Mc 
the Teachers of Chriſtianity ſhould be guilty of ſuch in dhe 
| 15 f 
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CNRRISTIAN LIBE RTV. 1 
uitous Deciſions, as are condemned by the Common prin- 
iples of Humanity and Equity, and which are everſive 
of the Liberties of Mankind, muſt be a Grievance of a 
ery Extraordinary Nature. That the world may ſee, 
hat my repreſentation of this Fact is fair and juſt, I 
have ſet down a true Copy of the Records of the Synod, 
at the foot of the page. After all, the Synod put off 
he Tryal to another year, which was another manifeſt 
Act of injuſtice to the Defendants; for the Synod per- 
fetly knew, that by the Rules of their own Conſtituti- 
on, it was impoſſible to convict the Defendants ; and, yet 
hey would not acquit them. They ſent them home, 
with their Characters loaded with accuſations, which could 
not be proved; but the adjournment of the Tryal had a 
tendency to make people believe, that they would, or 


might, be proved afterwards ; a thing, in it ſelf impoſſible, 


2 In 


* © Seſs. 16. Die Ven: Fun. 27. hor. 8. ante Meridiem, paſt Preces EN ſupra· 
Tux DEFENDANTS underſtanding, that ſome Overtures pon the Aﬀair 
* ix Dependance, are to be brought into this Synod, deſire that before this Synod 
come to any Conclufion upon theſe Overtares, they the Defendants may be heard 
* what they have to offer upon theſe Overtures. | | 

Tus Committee appointed to frame Overtures UPON THIS AFFAIR, 
brought in their Overtures and they were read; and the Members of the Synod 
* of Begfaſt who are SUBSCRIBERS moved, that they may be allowed to reaſon 
and vote upon ſaid Overtures; this the Synod agreed to. It being alſo moved, 


© that Parties be calledin and heard, and allowed to reaſon upon ſaid Overtares, before 


* this Synod approve or reject them; the Queſtion was put in theſe Words, hear 
* them or not, and it carried NOT, Þy a great Majority. Againſt which Re- 
8 1 © ſeveral Members deſired that their Diſſent might be critred into 
our Minutes. | 2 


4 


1// Reſol. THEN the firſt Reſolution was read and after reaſoning it was read a- 


gain, and is in theſe Words, Reſolution 1. That for theSecurity of thisChurch, it 
: — declared by this Synod, and that agreeable to a Reſolution of our laſt General 
Synod in Derry, viz. That the declaring Articles of Faith only inScriptureWords and Ex- 
* preſſjons ſhall not be accepted as a ſufficient Evidence of a Perſon sSounanels in the Faith, by 


© this Church. RESOLVED, that the Cohdemning all Creeds and Confeſſions 


* or Declarations of Faith, in human words, as Teſts of Orthadoxy, opens a 
Door to let in Errors and Hereſies into this Church: Then the Queſtion was 
put, N Re ſolution, or not, and it. carried approve, zemine contradicente *. 
THEN the ſecond Reſolution was read, and after reaſoning it was read 
* again, and it was moved, that tbe Parties be beard this Reſolution, and this 
Motion being oppoſed, the Queſtion was put, HEAR THE PARTIES OR 
NOT? and it carried NOT, os great ority Several Members deſired 
that their Diſſent from this Vote be 
is in hiſce Verbis. | 
24 Reſol. 


entred into the Records.------the Reſolation 
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609 __-— A:\Dnxfrxcr of: - - * 
in the caſe of an Appeal where no new evidences are al. 
lowed. But, to cut off all handle of reflections, as if 

the Non-lubſcribers were afraid of new Evidences, they 

offered themſelves to a new Tryal, provided the Synod 
would reſtore them their Rights they had violated, form 
a plain diſtinct charge againſt them, free from ambiguity, 
repealthe reſolutions they had made without hearing them, 
and do them juſtice in the iſſue of the proceſs then de- 

pending before them. But, all to no purpoſe. In a 
few months after this famous Synodical proceſs, matten 
were carried ſo high, that a Sefton of a certain Congrega- 
tion excluded two Non-ſubſcribing Miniſters from the 
Lord's Supper, meerly becauſe they were in their Judg- 
ment againſt ſubſcribing the Weſtminſter-Confeſſion of Faith 
as a Teſt of Orthodoxy. A Rent was made in the myſtical 
Body of Chrift,and arbitrary encloſures were made about 
the Lord's-Table, as if it had been the SuBscRIBERS- 

. | TABLE 


24 Reſol. Taro? it may be alledged, that Candidates for the Miniſtry, by 
© Words of their own, may declare their Faith, to the Satisfaction of their Or- 
© dainers ; yet that a particular part of this Church ſhould have it in their Power,to 
Judge what in that caſe muſt be ſatisfactory to the whole Body, is 100 great 4 

* Truft, and extreamly dangerous. Then the Queſtion was put, approve ſaid Re- 

elution, or not ? and it carried APPROVE, by a great Majority. (There was 

* a Diſſent enter'd from this Vote.) Twen the THIRD Reſolution was read, 
and after reaſoning it was read again, and it was moved, that the Defendants 

© may be called in, and beard upon this Reſoſution, but this Motion being oppoſed 

© by ſome, the N Ne was put, Call in THE DEFENDANTS, OR NOT? 
© and it was carrie OT, by a great Majority“. Several Members © deſired 
© that ther Diſſent from this Vote may be entered into our Records. The 
© Reſslution is in the following Words. K | 
® 's , - - 
4. © Reſol. WHEREaAs it appears to us, that the Scope of the Pamphlet, entitled, 
* the VINDICATION, c. is to reaſon againſt, and condemn all Creeds and 
© Confeſſions in Human Words, and the Church's inſiſting upon any Acknow- 

« ledgment of ſuch, or Aſſents to them, as Teſts of Orthodoxy, in order to mi- 
« nifterial Communion, in oppoſition to our | Conſtitution, in order to the 
* condemning, of Subſcribers ; therefore this Synod judges, ſaid Pamphlet to be 
« of a very dangerous and | Tendency to this Church, and that the 
Author or Authors, Publiſher and induftrious Diſperſers thereof, have been 
Diſturbers of the Peace of this Church. And we agree to declare, that we Note 
do not hereby intend to fix ſaid Pamphlet on any Perſon or Perſons in par- enc 
« ticular ; and this Synod further declares, that we do not hereby intend to | 
< uſtify the Pamphlet called, an Accoum of the Mind of the Synod, or a Reply to Wo t 
* Dygud's Paper. Then the Queſtion was put, approve /aid Reſolution, or not? {c 
and it carried APPROVE, by a great Majority. | pole 
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TABLE, and Nor THE Lord's. For a more clteach 
tial Relation of this melancholy affair, and for plain 
Scripture arguments againſt that notorious Schiſm, I 
beg leave to refer my Readers to my Scripture-plea a- 
rainſt a fatal Rupture, &c. publiſhed in 1724. | 
In the year 1724, the Synod excluded one of the Non- 
ſubſcribers (not on the former proceſs; for that was dropt) 


de- by laying him under a plain Inquiſition, to which he thought 
n it ſinful _ him to 05 Of this more afterwards, 
tten in my Defence of the fftb propoſition. In the year 1725, 
ega · they — the Act anke the Pacific 48 recited 
the. 40. And they tranſmitted to the presbyterys ve 
dg · N wertures, juſt ſo many bones of contention, all tending 
aithMo a Rupture. In them, they propoſed to eſtabliſh a 
ical Nſubſcription to the Weftminſer-Confeſſion, as a term of 


emberſhip in all their Fudicatories, a power of holding 
an Arbitrary Inquiſition on any member at pleaſure, with- 
out proceſs or accuſer ; and a Hion-CHURcH-POwE R, up- 
n pain of Cenfure to be inflicted on all who would pre- 
y, ume to deny it. He muſt be very blind, who do's not 
ver, to ſee that all theſe rare overtures were contrived as traps 
for the Mon- ſubſcribers. The Synod found out where- 


d, | . k 
ndaw; Nhe Fatal Rupture, without quoting ſo much as one ſingle 
G E/ ext of Scripture in juſtification of it, or giving any an- 


wer to the many Texts contained in our Expedients for 
deace, againſt it, tho' often defired to do both. 

From theſe undeniable Facts, ſet forth in the brief 
iſtory I have given of the proceedings of thoſe Synods, 
t muſt be apparent to all, that the Synod had quite /off 
hat degree of Brotherly Love to the Non-/ſubſcribers that 


a the as due to them ; they ſuffered their Characters to be 
at we ore to pieces, they ſtripped them of their proper de- 
na ences, they judged their cauſe unbeard, they refuſed to 
ply o e them common juſtice, they did all they could to ex 


doſe them to popular odium, and to render their Mini- 


ſtry 


hey could pinch them. In the year 1726, they made 


ates 5 7 
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- Ju A Dies er 
ſtry uſeleſs. The Impoſit ions, accompanied with fuch 
a ſpirit, iſſuing in ſuch a fatal breach, preſent us with a 


finiſhed Character of Schisu, on the fide of the Impoſer.! 


It diſcovered an intemperate zeal in them, that no inter- 
poſition, from the moſt eminent proteſtant Diſſenting 
Gentlemen in the City of DusLin, nor from the Majorit 

of the Diſſenting Gentlemen in the North of Ireland 
could divert them from theſe diviſive Courſes ; that the 
unwearied pacific endeayours of the Miniſters of Dub. 
lin, headed by the perſonal appearance, in divers Synods, 
of ſuch truly Great, Pious, afid experiencedDvines as Mr. 
Bors, and Mr. WEIT D, men whoſe Characters command - 
ed reſpect and veneration from proteſtants of all/Denomin- 
ations in the Kingdom, could make no Impreſſions on 
them, for allaying their animoſities. The Schisx and 
alienation of affection muſt have been deeply rooted in 
ſuch minds, as were quite impenetrable to the moving 
addreſs and advice of thoſe Excellent Divines, expreſſed 
in their Recommendatory preface to the late Reyd. Mr. 
Abernethys S£ASONABLE Apvice ( publiſhed in 1722) 
From their preface T have extracted ſome memorable 
paſſages, which the Reader will find at the foot of the 


page ED g 
: That 


© able Rule which the Apoſtle Paul has given for our conduct, That u 
* frould receive one another, as Chriſtalſo received us to the Glury of Gad. Rom. _ 7 
| | n 


'  _ CuarrsTtIAN LIBERTY, 63 
uch - Hat the Impoſed ſynodical Subſcription is charge- 
th 2 5 able with 5 SUPERSTITION,. ( as all unſcriptural 
ors Terms of Communion are, by the fourth Argument for 
ter- MM proving our rf} propoſition ) appears thus. The Im- 
ting poſers have judged the maintaining of the principle which 
rity contradicts theirs, and the practice oppoſite to theirs, to 
an be a diſturbing the peace of the Church, to be of pernicious 
| the and dangerous Conſequence, and to open a door to let in He- 
reh and Error into the Church; which they muſt, there- 
od; Ml fore, look upon as highly diſpleaſing to God; and have 
Mr decrœe d the rejecters of their unſeriptural Terms of Com- 
ind. munion to be perosp, by which they have ordered as 
„un great à cenſure to be inflicted on thoſe meer Canonical de- 
s on linqents, as what they inflict on Adulterers and the moſt 

and wicked ſcandalous wretches; they have declared the 
4 in words of fallible men to have a vertue and power for 
ing keeping Hereſies and Errors out of the Church, which 
eſſall they deny to the wholeſome words of our LordFeſus Chriſt, 
Mr. and to the words which the Holy Ghoſt teacheth; and, by 
22) J an undue ſtreſs they lay on thoſe Impoſed human forms, 
rable they have made the commandments of god (concerningCha- 


F e 


rity and forbearance ) of none Effect, which is Super- 
ſtition. r „N 
Fat the Impoſition of Human Confeſſions as ex- 


cluſive Teſts of orthodoxy gives offence, in the 
Scriptural Notion of offence, that is, it leads men into Sin, 
(as all unſcriptural Terms of Communion do, or may 
do, by our 55th Argument for proof of the firſt propoſi- 
tion), I prove thus. Men on whom theſe Confeſſions 


And, therefore we cannot but earneſtly diſſuade all thoſe who Love our 
* Lord Feſus Chrift, in finceritÞ from incurring the guilt of it. 955 
'Tis a dangerous thing, Tis an heinous Injury, to reject or deſert thoſe (or 
* even to grieve their hearts, and weaken their hands) whom Chriſt himſelf 
will receive and own as Faithful Labourets in his vineyard ; and, that meerly 

' for N according to the beſt of their Judgment in matters wherein Mini- 
* ſters truly ſaund in/the faith, and of great Integrity of Life, may eaſily, enter- 
* tain different Apprehenſions. This will render no man's account comfortable 

in the Great day of final Judgment.* | N 
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64 = At Dix fa met: of 
are impoſ ed are laid under a ſtrong temptation to negled 
an Impartial Inquiry into truth, and to receive Doctrine 
an implicit faith, or to diſſemble andprevaricate i in their 
Subſcription, all which are great ſins; and they are lei 
into z7he/e ſins by theſe excluſive Teſts. When Miniſten 
and ftudents of Divinity know, that they muſt ſubſcribe 
theſe authorized forms, or ſtarve, and be uſeleſs in the 
world; they are tempted to read the Scriptures, not 0 
much to find the mind of God, as to ſearch for argument 
to prove the Doctrines of their  reſpettive Confeſſions ; and, 
by that means, the ſcripture is tortured and wire drawn 
into a meaning that the Holy Ghoſt never deſigned; or, 
the Confeſſion is wreſted, contrary to the intention of the 
compilers, and an uncandid, unſincere ſubſcription made 
to it. Beſides, it gives a ſecret byaſs to the mind, which 
the ſubſcriber himſelf do's not perceive. This is the 
only reaſon that can be aſſigned for ſuch contradictory To- ci 
PICAL ORTHODOXY in the world: The Danes and Swedes, If t 
and the inhabitants of divers other Countries, do all find HMArme 
CoNSUBSTANTIATION in the Bible; and, in ogher Coun Pivi 
tries, not one Soul can ſee it THERE. We all know what 
has been advanced in print, of late years, in juſtification 
of men's ſubſcription to Articles, as Articles of peace, which 
they did not believe as articles 07 ruth; and, for the law- 
> fulneſs of ſubſcribing articles, in a lenſe contrary to 
the obvious ſenſe of the words, and to the avowed ſenſe | 
of the compilers. It is a lamentable caſe, that men ſhould 
be thus tempted to make too free with their Conſciences. 
And, where the temptation do's not prevail fo far as this, 
it inſenſibly leads men into an implicit human faith, which 
is not founded ſolely upon the Teſtimony of God, but 
is greatly influenced by human Authority. If Human 
Confeſſions compoſed by many Divines aſſembled in a 
Synod or Council, were treated as having no more Aut ho- 
rity over our faith than if they had been compoſed by a 
Jingle Divine, which is the only Light in which they 
_ ought 
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ought to be conſidered by an Impartial Inqui rer into 


Truth, inſtead of doing hurt, they might be of ſome uſe; 
and, in that ſenſe Thave never oppoſed them: but when 


they are ſet up as Autboritative Impoſed Teſts of orthodoxy, 
they give the mind a byaſs and prepoleſſion in favour of 


the Doctrines they contain, (right or wrong, true or 


falſe, ) before they be impartially examined by the only 
Rule of faith, the word of God. The Memory of a late 


egard for the Integrity and good ſenſe that appeared, 
n a very ſolemn grave Speech he made in the Synod in 
1725, upon this ſubje&, recited at the foot of the page. 
men would, with the ſame honeſty,and plainneſs unbo- 
om themſelves, we ſhould be furniſhed with many more 
proofs of the fame kind. In our preſent circumſtances, - 


nd by the management of Synods, a great deal of In- 
icit human faith becomes the unavoidable Conſequence - 


ff the Impoſitions. For numbers of honeſt Country- 


armers,mechanicks,and men unacquainted with polemic 


Divinity, take upon them to ſit in Synods, as Conſtituent 
A Rl FEI members, 


„When I was a Candidate, I ſabſcribed the Vęſiminſter. Confeſſion; but I 


ſince, upon Examining ſeveral Articles of it by the Scriptures, that I did no 
when 1 Subſcribed them, * underſtand the Conformity of them to the wor 
ff God: And therefore, tho I Subſcribed what was true, I did not do it upon a 
ſufficient Evidence of the Truth to beget in me a Divine Faith: And what was 
y Caſe may be the Caſe of many others : And it is a very hard Caſe, to Jay 
uch . Nun Blicks before young Men, when they are to be ſolemnly Devoted 
to the Miniſtry. | 5 
*Paxpon me if I ſhould ſay (and I am ſure I intend it not as a perſonal Re- 
flection on any Body) that I do not believe that the Majority of this Aſſembly 
an with Judgment Subſcribe to a// the Doctrines of the Weſftminſter-Confeffion ; 
ray, I queſtion, whether there be any one Member who can do it: For 1 could 
ever yet meet with any /wo Men, who perfectly Agree'd-about the true Senſe 
ind Meaning of every Propoſition in it; nor with any one Man who did not 
deny the Truth of ſome one Propoſition in the moſt obvious and plain Senſe of 
he Words. And is it not moſt Unreaſonable, that an Aſſembly which cannot 
hemſelves Subſcribe, -woith Judgment, the whole Doctrines of the Confe fton, ſhould take 
pen them ts impoſe ſuch a Subſcription upen others? There are many of the moſt 


moft learned, pious and experiented Miniſters amongſt us all may remain unſatisfy'd 
n, to his 3 Day: And — it is too Severe and Cruel, to STOP the 


— 
* 


n ſuch an Account. 


xcellent Chriſtian and worthy Miniſter deſerves a bigh - 
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own I am very ſorry that I did fo, becauſe I did it 2% Imphcitly. For I find 


liflicult and knotty Points in Divinity decided in the Confeſſion, which the 


icenſe or Ordination of a young Man well Qualified for the Miniſtry, meerly 
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66 .' - ADrFinep of | 
members, and there to decide nice controverſies in Re. ſor 
ligion, upon many arduous knotty points, concerning which 
the moſt pious and learned Divines the world ever ſau 
| were of different ſentiments; and the ſame men take u 
them to impoſe theſe deciſions upon all Candidates for the 
Miniftry. In theſe caſes, the nature of the thing make 
it impoſſible, for ſuch men to act after this manner, with. 
out a very great meaſure of Implicit, human faith. The 
bulk of the Chriſtian people, within the Synodical Af. 
ſociation, are as keen and zealous, as the Synod them- 
ſelves,for- impoſingSubſcription to the ,eſtminſter Confeſ. 
ſion on all the Candidates; and, would look on it as a grea 
crime, to chuſe the moſt learned and pious Divine, and the 
beft preacher withinthe viſible Church, to be their Paſtor 
they knew he wouldnot ſubſcribe it, if he would not aſſen 
to above one thouſand prepoſitions, without the exception 
one, even of the minuteſt of them all. It is utter] 
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impoſſible, that all thoſe Chriſtian people ſhould believe 5. 

with an entire Divine faith, the truth of all theſe prof © ca 

| poſitions ; and, therefore, a great deal of Implicit humaif « ch, 
NL faith muſt be the principle. of their conduct; and, thi 105 
Af is not the accidental Efſect, but the neceſſary and naturi ©ii. 
i a Conſequence of the Synod's Impoſitions. I do not accu: bo 
Tie! people of a culpable Ignorance, becauſe they do nuf. 80 
ö know more than is poſſible for them to know ; but, thei a 
fault lies in giving their vote for, and approbation d 125 

things which they cannot believe with a thorough Divine 

faith; and therefore, muſt act upon a vaſt deal of In Bit 

plicit human faith, which produces in them a furioulif : | 

blind zeal, and a ſevere uncharitable Judgment again . IE 

their fellow-Chriſtians. 5 "40 « Ch 

The learned and pious Dr. John Owen, a man lf . * 

known zeal for orthodoxy, ſhews clearly, ( in his pre 4. 

face to his CHRISTOLOGTA,) that, aſſoon as Chriftians werlfl che 


not contented with the Scriptural fecurities for Truth, bi 
employed themſelves in impoſing Creeds and Confeſſion 


, — 
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Re. ſor ends, which were, and ſtill could be, mu ch better ſerv- 
hich ed without them, by theſe Creeds the leaven of Implicit 


faw 


faith begun to infe& the Chriſtian Church. From him 
upon 


have extracted the remarkable paſſages at the foot of 
r the the page. „ 

lakes Hat the. Synodical ſubſcription is an encroach- 
vith- ment on ChRISTIAN LIBERTT (as all unſcrip- 
The tural Terms of Communion are, by my fixth argument 
Af for proof of our ir propoſition), T prove thus. No 
hem Candidate for the Holy Miniſtry is reſtricted, by the 
nfeſ . Law of Chriſt, to any precompoſed Authorized form of 


greu uman words, or to any human Authoritative explication 
d the or ſyſtem of Divine Truths, in which very human words, 
ſtor i or accordiug to which human Authoritative explanation, 
aſſenſhe muſt of neceſſity confeſs his faith. But the ſynodi- 


iono 1 2 cal 
tterly 
lieve, 


Pro- 
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*The Defence of the Truth from the beginning ( ſays he) was left in charge 
* unto, and managed by the Guides and Rulers of the Church in their ſeveral 
* Capacities. And by the Scripture it was that they diſcharged their Duty ; 
confirmed with Apoſtolical Tradition conſonant thereunto. This was left in 


ET YER Ag Yen ho, ? 8.2 . 
RAS ny YI. Ae = 
n r [ED 


uma charge unto them by the great Apoſtle, At xx. 28, 29, 30, 31. 1 Tim. vi. 1 
1. thilf 13. 14. 2 Tim. ii, 1 2, 15,23, 24. Chap. iv. 1, 2, 3, 4. and wherein 

, any of them failed in this Duty, they were reproved by Chriſt himſelf, Rev. If | 
aruri ü. 14. 155 20,------------ All true Believers in their ſeveral Stations, by mutual 10 | 
. ip ' Watchfulneſs, by preaching or writing, according unto their Calls and A- 8 
accu © bilities, effectually uſed the outward Means for the Preſervation and Propa- j : 


* gation of the Faith of the Church. And the SAME MEANS ARE STILL 
* SUFFICIENT unto the ſame Ends, were they attended unto with Conſcience 
and Diligence, the 1 2 of Truth with Arts and Arms of A- 
* NOTHER Kind, hath been the BANE of Religion, and 4%. the Peace of 
* Chrifttans x Reconery -----+---For in Proceſs of time, when the Power of 
the Roman Empire gave Countenance and Protection unto the Chriſtian Religion, 
* another way was on for this End, namely, the uſe of ſuch Aſſemblies of 
« Biſhops and others as 93 General Councels, armed with a mixed Power, <= 
* 
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„ thel 
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Divine 
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uric 
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: . Civil any poet leſiaſtical, with reſpe& unto the Authority of the 
Emperors, and THAT JURISDICTION in the Church which BEGAN 1 
© THEN to be firſt talked of. This way was begun in the Council of Nice, where- 7 4 
in altho? there was a Determination of the rine concerning the Perſon of 1 
Chriſt then in Agitation, and oppoſed, as unto his Divine Nature therein ac - 
$ coy unto the Truth, yet g Evils and Inconveniencies enſued there- 
*on. For * the Faith of Cbriſtians began greatly to be reſolved into be 7 
* Authority of Men, and as much, if not more, Weight to be laid on what was - 
* deeree'd by the Fathers then aſſembled, than on what was clearly taught in ' == 
the Scriptures. Beſides, being rA as they thought, to explain their Con- 
* ceptions of the Divine Nature of Chriſt, in Words either not uſed in the Scripture, 
or whoſe Signification to that Purpoſe was not determined therein, Occaſion 
was given unto endleſs Contention about them, Then he proceeds to ſhow 
the miſerable Contentions rais'd among the Orthodox by this Means, 8 we 
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cal Canons for Subſcription co 


Confeſſion are impoſed on the Candidate. For if he 


_ Confeſſion muſt be tried; and, this amounts to the im- 


 « the Church fhuu'd reſolve its Faith into their Authority".------------* yea from the 
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e the Candidate cithe 


* 


to the very human words of the Confeſſion; or, to th whe 
human Authoritative explanation, contained in thoſe: very the 
human words; and, in both caſes, the human words of thelf of 0: 


ſhould ſubſtitute other words in the room of the 
human words of the Confeſſion, according to the pacifiefW Fait 
Act, it muſt be tried whether the words ſubſtitu - ficie 
ted by him expreſs the very ſame ſentiment and I cept 
dea that is expreſſed by the human words of the Confel- * ſul 
fion ; and, it is impoſſible to know this by any other rule, L. 
than by making the human words of the Confeſſion the © lic 
only ſtandard and Teſt, accordingto which theCandidate' 


poling of the individual human words of the Confeſſion, 
'F | J 


Words (OusiA) and ( MyyosTass) among the Greeks; between the Greek 
and Latins about Hypsftaffs, Perſona, Subſtantia and Proſepon ; and makes this Ge- 
neral Remark : on this Occaſion many Conteſts aroſe even among them who 
* all pleaded their Adherence unto the Doctrine of the Council of Nice; 
then having ſhewn the Artifices of the Arians, and the handle they took from 
the Methods us'd by the Council of Nice to deviſe, and Coin words and Terms 
to expreſs their Minds with,” againſt the Orthodox Doctrine; he immedi: 
ately adds, and there were 45 further Evils that enſued hereon.- For the 
* curious and ſerpentine Wits of Men finding themſelves by THIS MEANS 
© ſet at Liberty to think and diſcourſe of the Bleſſed Trinity, and the Perſon 
* of Chriſt, without much Regard unto plain Divine Teſtimonies, in ſuch ways 
wherein Cunning and 4 much bear Sway, begun to Multiply ſuch 
* new, curious and falſe Notions about them, eſpecially about the Latter, az 
_ © cauſed new Diſturbances, and thoſe of large Extent and long Continuance. wh 
For their Suppreſſion, Councils were called on the Neck of another, whereon 
commonly new Occaſions of Differences did ariſe, and moſt of them managed MW of t 
© with great Scandal unto the Chriſtian Religion. For men began much io forgo | 
* the PRIMITIVE WAYS of pong Errors, and extinguiſhing Herefies, betaking ver 
* themſelves unto their Intereft, the Number of their Party, and Prevalency wil 
with the preſent Emperors. And altho' it fo fell out as in that at Conflantinepl, WM. . 
© the firſt at * and that at Chalteden, that the Truth for the Subſtance of lor 
* 1t did prevai | for in many others it happened quite otherwiſe ) yet did they 
* always give ions unto new Dirie, Animoſities, and even mutual 
FHatreds, among the principal Leaders of the Chriſtian People. And great Con- of 
© teſts there were among ſome of them who pretended to believe the ſame Truth, l 
© whether SUCH or SUCH a Council ſhou'd be received, that is plainly, eobetber Sir 


Beginning they were ſo far from erh the only wey of preſerving Truth, dee 

© thatit was almoſt conſtantly prejudic'd by the Addition of their Authority unto Win 

the Confirmation of it. or was there any one of them, wherein the Myſ- 

© tery of Iniquity did not work, unto the laying of ſome Rubbiſh in the Foun- the 

« dation of that fatal Apoſtacy, which afterwards openly enſued.” 2: = 
2 ( 3 > 


Cn RISTIAN LI SRT. Gs 
28 the onLY STANDARD for the C onfeſſion of ki Faith; 
whereas, his Chriſtian Liberty gives him a Right'to have 
the Confeſſion of his faith tried by the wholeſome words 
of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and not by the words which 
man's wiſdom teacheth, but by the words which the Holy 
Ghoſt teacheth, as the only Standard and Rule of the 
Faith confeſſed by him : And, what I have ſaid i is a ſuf- 
ficient anſwer to what you, perhaps, deſigned for an Ex- 
ception to this argument, when you ſay p. 14. if the 
ſubſcribing Body has ſufficient Allowance of Chriſtian 
Liberty with reſpe& to Fhraſe or Phraſes in the pub- 
© lick Confeſſion, provided the Scripture Doctrine be re- 
( tain'd, I fay if the Be Ifaft Society, knows this Allow- 
 im- © ance was made, as they cou'd hardly miſs of knowing; 
Non, upon that Suppoſition it's hard to make any thing of 
a this Argument than meer Chicanery, for according to 
the Allowance made, in what is call'd the pacific Act, 
S Candidates are far enough from being rigidly confined 
n wie to a ſet Form of invariable and uninſpired Words. 
we WM ANSW. The only Rule for trying whether the Can- 
Terms didate's words retain the Chriſtian Doctrine, is, by com- 
or the (Ml paring; them with Scripture it ſelf ; but you rigidly con- 
AN fine the Candidate to the human words of che Confeſ- 
ſion, as the ſole and excluſive ſtandard, according to which 
his words are to be examined, in order to your judging 
whether his words do agree in ſenſe withthe human words 
Jof the Confeſſion. If he ſhould plead, that his words are 
very agreeable to the words of the Holy Ghoſt, that plea 
will do him no ſervice,unlefs he can prove to your ſatisfac- 
tion, that they come fully up to the Doctrine as it is erpreſa 
ed and authoritatively explained in the uninſpired words 
of the Confeſſion. Whatever Li berty you may take, 
Sir, to call this meer Chicanery, it will be conſidered and 
deeply lamented as a melancholy Truth, by all who do 
in practice, as well as in profeſſion, pay a juſt regard to | 
the Holy Scrip tures. 
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-Aving proved the truth of our third — 
I proceed to an Im Examination of all 


that you have advanced on the other fide of the Queſtion, 
either direct in your anſwer to this propoſition, or in 
ſcattered hints you have drop'd thro' other parts of your 
Paper. All you anſwer directly to it, is in theſe words 
P. 16, 17. * Againft this third Article of the Nonſub. 
{ ſcribing Creed, I humbly offer theſe Exceptions, via 
J. That it's founded on falſe or groundleſs Suppoſitions; 
* ſuch as theſe, that a Candidate can ſatisfy his Ordainen 
£ without ſubſcribing his aſſent to any one uninſpired 
£ Confcilion of Faith, and that the bleſſed and only Rea 
of his Church, hath given no Canon requiring men to 


70 


profeſs their Aſſent to any uninſpired Creeds, theſe Sup- 


* poſitions ſeems altogether groundleſs; for if the Can- 
« didate's, Ordainers, &c. be agreed among themſelves as 
(they ought to be, in the belief and profeſſion of all ne- 
* ceflary Dodtrines of the common Faith of all true Chrif: 
* tians: in that Caſe, the ſame Laws of Chrift which 
* obliged them in an aſſociated Capacity to believe and 
0 Lane as is juſt now ſaid, give them an undeniable 

© right to require the Candidate to declare his Agreement 
© with them in the Profeſſion of theſe neceſſary Do&rines 
of Chriſtianity, either in the ſame Words, or wan 
« equally expreſſive of the fame Dodrines ; for Chriſt, th 
© only Head of the Church, hath made a profeſſed Alken 
to theſe neceſſary Dodtrines, the neceſſary Condition of 
© Admiflion to Memberſhip in ſuch an aſſociated Body, 
The Reſult therefore of what is {aid is this: Either there 
is no divine Law requir ing theſe Ordainers to make 3 
due Profeſſion of Chriſtianity at all, or the Profeſſion 
© required of them muſt be an uninſpired one ; for unin- 
© ſpired Men can make no other than an uninſpired Pro- 
< feffion. It may be further added, that the Propoſition 
© here under Conſideration, doth plainly condemn the 
known Practice of them who compiled it; for 1 
\ 6 ey 
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jon, they receive a Candidate, they require him (Im old) 
Alto deliver to his Ordainers a ſubſcribed Confeſſion of 
ion, Faith of his own making, which can be no other — 


c uninſpired Confeſſion of Faith ſtill. | 
The Revry I make to your anſwer, is this. I 


rds that the propoſition, conteſted between us, is founded up- 
ſub· ¶ on any falſe or groundleſs ſuppoſition. The Finsr of the 
via io ſuppoſitions upon which you fay this propofition is 
ons; founded, is this (as you expreſs it), that a Candidate can 


ſatisfy his ordainers without ſubſcribing his aſſent to any 
one uninſpired Confeſſion of feb, Were this ſuppoſition 


ever ſo groundleſs ; nay, were the falſhood of it apparent 
n to to every body, the third propoſition is not founded on 
up- that ſuppoſition, and has no concern in it. The real 
zun : ſuppoſition in our own words is this, An Intrant gives 


ſufficient proof of his ſoundneſs in the faith, and of his 
having all the other Miniſterial Qualiſications and Abilities 
required in the Gaſpel, and yet refuſeth to give his aſſint or 
hich /ub/cription to the Weſtminſter-Confeſhon,or to any one un- 

and inſpired Confeſſion, as the ſole and excluſroe Teft and Stan- 


iable dard of orthodoxy, and term of Miniſierial Communion. | 
ment This Suppoſition is fact, it is true, and therefore, doth 


rines 3 againſt the propoſition that is founded upon 


'ordy The fecond ſuppoſition, upon which you affirm this 


the a to be founded is this, (as you expreſs it) abe 
fen Bleſſed and only Head of the Church hath given uo Canon re- 
on ol guiring men to profeſs their aſſent to any uninſpired Creeds. 
ody. But the ſuppoſition, as it is expreſſed in the words of the 
there Authors, conveys a quite different meaning. It is chis. 
ke 1 7he Bleſſed Head of the Church hath given no Canon re- 
eſſion guiring men to profeſs their aſſent to the Weſtminſter- 
unin-W Confeffion, or to any ox uninſpired Confeſſron, as the SOLE 


Pro- and £xcrvsrve 7; eft and Standard of orthodoxy, and Term 


ſition of Mini ſterial Communion. The ſuppofition, in the words 
1 the of the Authors, is a plain Truth, and 1 have proved the 
efore truth of it from p. 38, to p. 69. To convince you of 
they b | your 
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your miſtake, if poſſible, give me 1 to CRF your 


argument, in your,own words, to the two ſuppoſitions 
not as wrong ſtated by you, but as juſtly ſtated by me in 


the words of their Authors. Your argument will run 


thus. © the reſult therefore of what is ſaid is this: Either 
© there is no Divine Law, requiring thoſe ordained to 
© make a due profeſſion of Chriſtianity at all, or the pro- 
©feffion required of them muſt be an uninſpired one, in 
© rhe words of the Weſtminſter-Confeſſion, or ſome other 
« uninſpired Confeſſion, ſubſcribed as the ſole and exclufjoe 


© Teſt and ſtandard of orthodoxy, or Term of Miniſterial 


< Communion; for uninſpired men can makeno other than 


* an uninſpired profeſſion, in ſome impoſed excluſjve Teſt of 
© orthodoxy... It may be further added, that the propoſition 


' 1 under conſideration doth plainly condemn the known 

practice of them who compiled it; for before they receive 
© a Candidate, they require him (I'm told) to deliver to 
« his ordainers a ſubſcribed Confeſſion of faith of his own 


making, which can be no other than an uninſpired Con- 
feſſion of Faith fill, impeſed on him in the ſame manner 
© as the Weſtminſter-Confoſfon is impoſed by the Synod, as 


© the fole and excluſive Teſt and ſtandard of orthodoxy, 
© and Term of miniſterial Communion * You ſee, Sir, 
that when your own reaſoning is applied to the ſuppoſi- 
tions, upon which the propoſition is truly founded, it has 


no manner of force. The fallacy of it lies here. You 


confound every uninſpired profeſſion of men's faith with a 
ſole excluſroe Teſt and. flandard of orthodoxy, and term of 


Communion ; tho' they are as different as any tuo things 
can well be. The Virſt i is unavoidable; for all Chriſtians 


are bound to make a ſincere profeſſion of Chriſtianity, 
tho in making of that profeſſion they are not inſpired, 


as the Apoſtles were; but no Chriſtian is bound to make 


his profeſſion of Chriſtianity i in the human words of an 
impoſed Authoritative explanation of it, or in amy words 
that 


CunistIian: Linnnty. as 


that muſt be tried by the human words of any ſug 
poſed Teſt and Term of Communion, And the pf 2 
tery of Antrim preſcribe no ſuch human Teſt to their 


Candidates, but examine the Religious profeſſion made 
by THEM, not by the impoſed flandard of an Authorized 


human form 5 but by the an as the.gnly Rule of 
Faith. : 

The very ſacks miſtake runs through the whole of your 
en in your third Exception againſt the firſt pro- 
polition, p. 9, 10, 11. This exception you apply to our 
third propoſition, now under conſideration; and, there- 
fore, it comes in here, in it's proper place, to be examin- 
ed. You begin it p. 9, where you ſay, ++ This Propo- 
ſition ſeems to be of a dangerous Tendency; for if un- 

© inſpired Men have no Right to oblige ſuch; as claim re- 
 ligious Communion with them toſubſcribe to any Num- 
ber of Chriſtian Doctrines, collected by fallible Men 
from the Holy Scriptures; then theſe two — In- 

conveniencies will enſue. 1, The Neceſlity of a ere- 
dible Profeſſion of Chriſtianity, to qualify Men for 
© Chriſtian Communion, muſt be given up altogether ; and 
they muſt be admitted to partake of the Seals of the 
© Chriſtian Covenant, whodon't give ſufficient Evidence 

* of their being Chriſtians, by a ſatisfactory Profeſſion 


of all the Effentials of true Chriſtianity; for if ſuch a 


( Profeſſion be made at all, it muſt till be made by unin- 
ſpired Men; and though Chriſtian Doctrines were origi- 
nally given by immediate Revelation; yet ordi- 
nary Profeſſors of Chriſtianity are not, in the Pro- 
feſſion they make, under the ſame infallible Direction 
with the Penmen of the Holy Scriptures; it's very plain 
then, that uninſpired Men can make no other than an 
uninſpired Confeſſion of Faith either for themſelves or 
others; but according to this Propoſition, no more Pro- 
feſſion is to be required of any, but only, to own in ge- 
neral, that the Holy Scriptures are a perfect, and the 


only infallible Rule of Chriſtian Faith and Practice. 
R 4 
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74 D A DAF 
WM all this reaſoning, this ſhort and clear anſwer i 
ſufficient, via. I grant that a Credible profeſſion of Chiik 
tianity, a ſatisfactory profeſſion of all its eſſential Doe: 
trines, is neceſſary to qualify men for Chriſtian Commu. 
mion, But I deny the neceſſity of confining this Cred 
ible profeſſion to the human words of a ſole and excluſqr 
Teſt of orthodoxy, or to any words that muſt be tried by 
the human words. of any ſuch Impoſed Teſt. I hay: 
proved that Candidates for the Miniſtry may ſufficienth 
prove their ſoundneſs in the faith, without any ſuch Im. 
poſed human Teſt, and ſo may private Chriſtians. Buff arguin, 
your argument, if it proves any thing at all, it point You 
at the neceſſity of the Synod's impoſing ſome excluſiveWiay, © 
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human Teſt of orthodoxy upon all Communicants ; a Doc other 
trine that ought to be ſtrenuouſly oppoſed, (I had al marie 
moſt {aid a BHORRED) by all who value the Communion of muſt 
faints. It is high time for all Chriftians, within the 85 rende 
nodical Aſſociation, to watch againſt all encroachments oi the [ 


their Chriſtian priviledges, when you have given fo plainſſ* Com 
a hint from the preſs, that neither man nor woman, old o on 01 
young, can be judged worthy of a ſeat at the Lord's ſhip 
Table, nor capable of Communion with Chriſt and Hifi muſt 
Body, in that holy ordinance, without ſubmiſſion to ſom them 
human excluſive Teſt of orthodoxy. When once an Im- in le 
poſing ſpirit is got looſe, no body can tell when and now 
Where it will ftop. You do us great injuſtice in affirm-ſ Opir 
ing, that according to this propoſition, no more profeſſion i Scrip 
to be required of any, but only to own in general, that th Tern 
Holy Scriptures are a perfect, and the only Infallible Rull impa 
of Chriſtian faith and practice. This is a meer Fi&tionſ ciple 
of your own, The propoſition ſays no ſuch thing. Fu God 
reaſons L have given in the 3 1½ and 32d pages of thi ſtanc 
Defence, the propoſition has not mentioned the particulaſſ* ſuch 
Doctrines which Are, by the Goſpel, made neceſſary to © nour 
be profeſſed as Terms of Communion ; becauſe the doing Prop 
of that would have fixed on it's Authors the guilt of a * Plair 
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vile calumny, viz. that the Subſcribers deny theſe Doc- 
1 trines. But, becauſe we do not ſpecify theſe Doctrines 
in a propoſition where it would have been a fault to have 
done it, to affirm that according to this propoſition none of 
theſe Doctrines ought to be profeſſed, is a maniſeſt wreſt= 


+ 4.44 


ing of the plain words of the propoſition ; and, amounts 
bio no more, than if you had ſaid, that hi propoſition do's 
not recite the particular Doctrines of Chriſtianity .; and, 


ll berefore, according to this propoſition a profeſſion of theſe 
nM 14711cular Doctrines ought not to be required. This is not 
zul arguing, but trifling. | ear | 


You proceed in your exception, p. 10, 11. where you 
ſay, Another dangerous Conſequence of this and the 
© other Propoſitions is, that all, even the moſtuſeſul Sum- 
© maries of Chriſtian Faith, collected by uninſpired Men, 
© muſt for ever be laid aſide; we muſt make a tame Sur- 
© render of our Weſitmin/ier-Confeſſion and Catechiſms, to 
the Diſpoſal of the Belfaft Society ; for theſe being the 
© Compoſitions of uninſpired Men, we cannot impoſe them 
© on ourſelves or others; without invading the wholeHcad- 
,thip of Chriſt: and if none be obliged to own them, they 
' muſt drop of courſe; but the only fair Way of taking 
me them From us would be, to prove their Diſconformity 
min leſs or more to Holy Scripture ; and then ſuch as + 
nd now adhere to them might ſee juſt Reaſon to alter their 
m Opinion, and to part with every thing which hath not 
;M* Scripture Authority to warrant its being retained in the 
Terms of miniſterial Communion ; yet they, who having 
© impartially examined theſe Collections of reformed Prin- 
© ciples, and finding them conformable to the Word of 
God; and have accordingly aſſociated themſelves to 
© ſtand for the Defence thereof by all Chriſtian Methods; 
* ſuch wou'd be exceedingly to blame, ſhou d they re- 
© nounce that Aſſociation for any thing offer d in the fix 
ing © Propoſitions to determine them to do ſo : Nay, by the 
A * plain Tendency of this Propoſition taken in connection 

| K-42 with 
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< with the reft, not only the Weftminfler-Confefſion, but 
© indeed, all the Proteſtant Confeſſions in all the reformed 
© Churches muſt, in like manner, be ſuppreſs'd ; and, by 
that means, Proteſtantiſm itſelf muſt be bury'd ; for thy 
© very Form of Proteſtantiſm conſiſted in a free and uni. 
© ted Subſcription to the reſpective Confeſſions of Faith 
© compil'd by theſe Reformers; containing their reform- 
© ed Principles and Reaſons of their Separation from the 
© Church of Rome; ſo that the Scheme of Nonſubſcripti- 
© on to all Confeſſions of Faith of human Compoſure in 
© the Height to which it ſeems to be carried by the Belfaf 
© Society, ſeems to be no other than a bold Proteſtation 
© againſt Proteſtantiſm itſelf. 
" ANSW. I. The very propoſitions you are arguing a 
gainſt, do expreflly affirm, that neither the Veſfminffer. 
Confeſſion, nor any other uninſpired Confeſſion, ought 
to be impoſed as Sole and Excluſive Tefts of orthodoxy and 
as terms of Miniſterial Communion ; becauſe all of then 
are unſcriptural Terms of Communion ; and, therefore, 
for you to ſay, that the dangerous conſequence of thoſe 
propoſitions, is, that all theſe excluſive Tefts and Con- 
feſſions muſt for ever be laid oſide, (as terms of Commu- 
nion, you muſt mean, or ſay nothing to the purpoſe )) 
is a ſhameful begging of the Queſtion, and has not the 
ſhadow of Argument. The propoſition ſays, that they 
_ ought never to be uſed or impoſed as Terms of Com- 
munion, and thence you infer that they muſt be for ever 
laid aſide. ANSW. II. In this Defence, in my humble 
opinion, T have taken a fair way to convince you by at- 
guments from Scripture and Reaſon, that your impoſition 
of the Confeſſion as a term of Communion, is an act of 
a proper Legiflative power, which by the Expreſs Law: 
of Chrift you are diſcharged from exerciſing ; and, that 
in violation of theſe Laws, you have eſtabliſhed an un- 
ſcriptural Term of Communion, which is an act of dif- 
obedience to theſe Laws of the Redeemer (tho, I an 
WHT” + 2 | per- 
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perſuaded, you do not think ſo) and therefore Sinſul; 
and, therefore, you ought to lay aſide thoſe unſcriptural 
Terms, and this is (to uſe your own Phraſe ) 4 fair way 
of raking them from you, by ſhewing their diſconformity to 
D —— 03240 5 hath ao 0 

ANSW. III. I cannot agree in opinion with you, that 


by the laying aſide the Impoſition of all human Con- 
feſſions, as terms of Communion in the proteſtant Church- 


es, proteflantiſm it ſelf would. be buried; and that our 


ſcheme of Non-Subſcription ſeems to be no other than 


a bold prote/tation againſt} protefiantiſm it ſei On the 
ne 1 at — Welk i cho % onal walls 
of partition, (which have divided the proteſtant Church- 
es into different Communions, and which haye introduced 
and continued ſchiſms and contentions among them, to the 
weakening of the PRorEsTAxr Intereſt, and the diſho- 
nour of Chriſtianity it ſelf), were happily removed, the 
REFORMATION would ſoon arrive at greater perfection, 
and primitive Chriſtianity would h 
true foundation, on which Chriſt and his Apoſtles have 
placed it, and left it. True PRoTEsTANTIS, can be no- 


thing elſe but the Religion of the BIBIE; the Religion of 


Chriſt, revealed more obſcurely in the OLD, and more 


clearly and fully in the Nzw Teſtament. This 


Religion ſubſiſted, in it's greateſt purity, aud power 
over the hearts and lives of Chriſtians, three hundred 
years wit houm any Impoſed human Teſts; and, I can fee 
no reaſon, why pure religion would not ſubſiſt as well, if 


THEY were all laid aſide, as it did before any of them was 
impoſed : Nay, I think it evident, that it would greatly 


contribute to the confirmation and propagation of 'Truth, 


and to the purging out of the Chriſtian World the moſt - 


dangerous Errors and Hereſies, if nowz of them were Im- 
poſed as T7; erms of Communion. The neceſſary 'confe- 
quenee would be, that no ERROR NO HERESsY could be 
impoſed on any Paſtor, or Member of the Chriſtian 


| Church. | 


revived, on its 


« * 
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Church. For, if, you 7 con away all "EM poſed Human 
Creeds and Confeſſions, there can be no l Hereſy 
or Error. And, if no Hereſy or Error be impoſed, you 
effectually deſtroy the greateſt ſupport and ſtrength that 
Error ever had, next to the corruption of human Nature 
Error cannot ſtand againſt the power and evidence of Di. 
vine Truth, when a free Inquiry into it, is encourged, and 
when Error has no Sanction from Aarne Church- 
Creeds. All the Idolatry, Hereſy, Superſtition, and Ty. 
ranny of the Church of Rome has been introduced and 
continued; by the Impoſition of theſe Abominations in 
their Public Creeds. Had theſe never been, Popery 
had never exiſted. Take theſe away, and Popery muſt 
fall fafter than it roſe. In the proteſtant Churches, how 
beautiful would the ReFoRMATION appear, if it could 
be ſaid with Truth, that there is not one ſingle Error in. 
poſed in any one of them. But, it is not ĩo be expected in 
this ſtate of Imperfection, when the beſt do know but in 
fart, and ſee but in part, that this will ever be true, 
until all their human Creeds be drop'd out of their Term 
of Communion, in which they ought never to have had 
a place. #. 

If it be ſaid, that if any Church impoſe Hereſy 0) 
Error in their Creeds, this is their fault, it is an abuſe 
of their power; but this is no ſufficient reaſon, why 
Creeds that impoſe no Error ſhould be laid aſide ; and, 
the more zealous Hereticks and crroneous perſons are, in 
impoſing their Errors, the more zealous ought we to be, 
for impoſing the Important Truths in our Confeſſion, 
ANSMW. The Argument would be very juſt, if the 
Churches had any power from Chriſt, to impoſe any hu- 
man Confeſſions ; but I have ſhown. that they have 
no ſuch power, 
or exerciſe any ſuch power. The cauſe of Truth 
is not to be ſupported by the weapons, and Grand Pillars 
of Error. We are not to make unſcriptural Terms, of 
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1 {crvice of Truth it ſelf. We muſt not invade: Chriſts pre- 
rogative, encroach on the Rights of Conſcience, be guil- 
ty of Schiſm, Superſtition, giving offence, and deſtroying 
Chriſtian Liberty, on any © pretence whatſoever. Had 
our Saviour thought it neceſſary, for the ſervice of Truth, 
that human Confeſſions ſhould be impoled, he would 
have empowered his ſervants to do it. He knew perfect- 
ly, what Here/tes and Errors would break out in the 
Church, and both He and his Apoſtles warned Chriſti- 
ans againſt them, Matth. vii 15. Ads xx. 28, 29, 30: 


2 Tim. iv. 3, 4, 5. And, yet not the leaſt hing! is given 
iin the ſacred writings of the neceffity of impoſed human 
8 7efts againſt them. Had not he known the ſufficiency of 


the ſacred Oracles, for ſuch purpoſes, he would have 
added to the Divine Revelation he gave the world, ſome 
farther Illuſtrations of the Truths it contains. No 
Chriſtian will deny, that our Bleſſed Saviour, or his In- 


ve, Wl ſpired Apoſtles, could have made and impoſed (if it had 


ms I been neceſſary ). a far better Creed and Confeſſion than 
ad WF any that could be made by the council of Nice, or the 


Weſiminſter- Aſſembly, or any other uninſpired men. If ; 


ot he could have done this, and yet has not done it, we 


uſe muſt conclude that he ſaw no neceſſity for doing it, and 


chat he knew the Goſpel - Securities for the Defence and 
nd, propagation of Divine Truth, were, by his own Bleſſing, 
in and the aid of His Spirit, perfeftly Suffecient for theſe 
be, ends, when duly attended to, and diligently uſed by his 
on. faithful ſervants. © There is no Promiſe of a Bleſſing on 
the © the uſe of Impoſed Human Confeſſions ; and no Bleſſing 
hu- ¶ can be 2 in che uſe of what has no Divine ap- 
avc pointment. Nothing can ſerve the cauſe of Truth, but 
ame ¶ what propoſeth the native evidence and ſole Authority 
upon which the underſtanding aſſents to it, and upon 
© which the Conſcience applies it to the purpoſes of Re- 
s e ligious Faith and Obedience. Now an Impoſition of 


om- | the 
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Communion, tho they ſhould be honeſtly deſigned for the 
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the moſt Important Truths, by Human Wee cat. 
ries no Argument for enlightening the underſtanding, not 
binding the Conſcience. The voice of Right reaſon, and 
the clear Teſtimony of God, who cannot lie, given ina 
Revelation of His Mind, are the only Arguments tor 
Perſuaſion in all ſuch caſes.” What good, then, can the 
Impoſition of the moſt orthodox Creed or Confeſſion tha 
ever was ( and, I add, that can be) compoſed by fall ible 
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men, do for the Confirmation and propagation of Divine ¶ have 
Truth? Can Impoſition beget, in the mind of him o of H 
whom that truth is impoſed, a Divine Faith, when neithe fair 
| Reaſon nor Revelation have any influence on his Judg. inc F 
ment? If it begets in him a profeſſion of faith, without e o. 
inward conviction, (as, it often do's) it can ſerve no 6: ures 0 
ther purpoſe, but firſt to debauch his Conſcience; and any oj 
then to let him and all other diflemblers croud into the{Wnnatu; 
Church, under a mask of Orthodoxy; and, whether ſuch{W:hich - 
men are to be depended upon, as good advocates: forWu:t:, a 
Truth, let the world judge; and, it excludes honeſt men {W!::r<!: 
and the real friends of Truth; meerly becauſe they haue by 
not freedom to ſubſeribe Impoſed Human Teſts of it Wo!t ef 
In the mean time, it kindles a fire, ſets the Church of W-r;i:17 
God in a flame and fills the Impoſers, who are generally MW Y ou 
impatient of contradiction, with a furious Zeal for theWor 5e 
honour of their Synods and Councils, and 2 the amine 
POSSE. of à whole Church in their quarrel; 1. in t 
dating and browbcating men of modeſty with noiſe * Propo 


clamour, and running them down with the dint of authority, ¶ for it « 
with vors inſtead of Axcuments. Such as have read N conten 
the H iſtory of Synods and Councils can confirm this me- Ntherv- 
lancholy account of them. The great Mr. Baxter sHiſtory Narejuſt 
of THEM is a clear demonſtration of it. No great ſuc- our L. 
ceſs, for diſcovering and propagating the Truth, can be NChriſti 
reaſonably expected from men whoſe paſſions are in- In fine 
flamed, and whoſe prejudices are raiſed to ſuch a height. Mort of 


A calm diſpaſſionate mind, duly cultivated by c—_ du ſhon 
1- 
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Diligence and the Grace of God, is the beſt Soil in which 
he incorruptible ſeed of the word of God, the word of 
71th, can be lown and cheriſhed, until it brings forth 
he fruits of Righteouſneſs, one of the beſt ſecurities of 
he Doctrine according to Godlineſs. It gives the friends 
bf Truth and Liberty great pleaſure, that of late years 
divers of the proteſtant Churches are laying aſide their 
Wman Confeſſional Teſts. For, beſide Geneva (of which 
have taken notice, p. 36.) the famous proteſtantChurch- 
s of HELVETIA have caſt off the Yoke, and given Truth 
fair hearing; that it may be received with a truly Di- 
ine Faith, ( like that of the noble Bereans who received 
he word with all readineſs of mind, and ſearched the Scrip- 
ures daily, whether theſe things were ſo, and: 1 
any of them believed, Acts xvii. T1, 12.), free from an 
nnatural mixture of a great deal of implicit human faith 
rhich ariſeth from the authority of men; that always 
ucts, and can never help, the cauſe of Truth. Theſe 
hurches were not afraid, it ſe ems, of burying Proteſiant= 
ei by what they have done. No, they have taken the 
ir Wot effectual way to give it new Life and yigour, by 
ing Inpoſition. 1 1 | 
ly You apply to our 7h:ird propoſition, now under debate, 
he our fourth Exception againſt the ri; which I am to 
he amine here, as in it's proper place. You begin it, P. 
ni. 1. in theſe words, IV. A fourth Exception againſt this 
nd Propoſition is, that it is very unkind and uncharitable; 
ty, for it carries in it a ſtrong Inſinuation, that they who 
ad Mcontend for publick confeſſion of Faith, and ule them 
16+ Wotherwiſe than the Beſſaſt Society wou'd have them, they 
ry W=rcjuſtly chargeable with uſurping the legiſlativePower of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, with making new Terms of 
Chriſtian Communion,not knowing the HolyScriptures: 
n fine, they are as good as charged with ſetting up a 
ort of Proteſtant Popery. ANSW. I am ſorry that 
on du ſhould take offence at a practice, which all men of 
li- L \ 
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ſenſe and Learning have thought very fair and reaſony. 
ble, in controverſial writings ; that is, that an auth Ou 
ſhould charge the Doctrine maintained by his Adverſar - A 
with all the Abſurd Conſequences, which appears to himt * tia 
follow naturally from it. Indeed, to charge an adverſar . 
with ſeeing thoſe abſurd Conſequences, and with holding Ws 
a Doctrine from whence he knows them to follow, ul. Ge 
to charge him with diſhoneſty and with a wicked in- * Re 
ſincerity. But this we have never done, we have neye R 
charged the Impoſers of publick Confeſſions of Faith with 8 
ſeeing and believing themſelves to be uſurpers of the Legiſ * 5f 
lative power of Chriſt, with impoſing Terms of Commu. * Ot 
nion, which themſelves know to be unſcriptural, (except ' of 
in the caſe of thoſe who expreſſly claim ſuch a power) AN 
nor with as good as ſetting up what hey know to b nod 
proteſtant popery. But, ſeeing we believe the abſurl and 
Conſequences we mention, to be the native Conſequence n 
of the principles avowed by our Adverſaries in this Con and 
troverſy, it is ſo far from being ankind and uncharitall ty, 
that it is really both kind and charitable in us, to f full 
them fairly beſore our Opponents, in the Light in whidlſſ Th 
they appear to our own minds; and an Act of juſtice i Pur 
our Characters, to lay them before the world, in neceſ oth 
fary Self-Defence. This anſwer I rely upon, as a ju] 
Apology, not only upon the ſubject and occaſion q N 
which it is now offered, but for many things I have ſail 2® 
and ſhall have occaſion to ſay, in this Defence, where th for 
application will be caly and obvious to every diſcem tha 
ing Reader. After an exaggerating complaint of ol Ch 
being unkind and uncharitable, for which there is . <2 
foundation, and after a ſovereign contempt of all o ©" 
printed writings, without giving yourſelf the troubl art 
of refuting them, you proceed in your Exception (Di n 
where ipeaking of us you ſay, for they cannot bi dell 
© know, that the Subſcribing Body, to whom they han 3 
c 


given ſo much Trouble, do claim two Scripture Rul 
1 
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© ought to hold the Foundation, and to make ſure of 
© a credible Profeſſion of the eſſential Doctrines of Chrif- 
< tianity, as is plain from 1 Cor. iii. 11, 12. For other 
Foundation can no Man lay, than that is laid, whichis Je- 
us Christ. Now if any Man build upon this Foundation, 


© Rom. x. 10. For with the Heart Man believeth unto 
© Righteouſneſs, and with the Mouth Confeſſion is made unto 


Spirit, even as ye are called in one Hope of your Calling. 
One Lord, one Faith, one Baptiſm, one God, and Father 
«© of all, who is above all, and through all, and in you all. 
ANSW. How this Scripture Rule will juſtify the Sy- 
nod's conduct, in the point under debate, I cannot ſee ; 
and, you give me no afliſtance for finding it out. There 
is no neceſſity, in order to our holding the foundation, 
and for making ſure a Credible profeſſion of Chriſtiani- 


fully proved in the preceding part of this Defence. 
The Texts of Scripture you quote ſay nothing to your 
purpoſe, but ſome of them are rather applicable to the 
other {ide of the Queſtion. If with the mouth confeſſion 
was made unto Salvation, in St. Paul's days, when there 
was no human Impoſed Teſt, in the words whereof the 
mouth could then confeſs, we have a very good precedent 


than what was judged ſufficient hen. If the Bopy of 
Chriſt be oxx, there ouglit to be no Schisx in it, and, 
conſequently no human Excluſive Tefts, which have 
conſtantly and neceſſarily created Schiſms, from the very 
firſt of them at the Council of Nice, to the laſt of them 
in the preſent Age. The one faith, was the faith once 
delivered to the ſaints, which muſt be either the Great 
Truths of Chriſtianity, or the Goſpel which hath reveal- 
ed them, or both. And this one faith then ſubſiſted, and 


© to warrant their Conduct; the firſt is, that all Chriftians. 


© Gold, Silver, precious Stones, Wood, Hay, Stubble : 
Salvation. Eph. iv. 4, 5, 6. There is one Body, and one 
ty, that there ſhould be any Impoſed human Teſt, as L have 


for requiring no other way of Confeſling our faith not-) 


L 2 a 


=_— A DETIN CE of 7 

a a ſufficient Credible profeſſion of it was made, ſome 
hundreds of yearsbefore any Impoſed Human Confeſſion 
of Faith was in being. And, it muſt be high preſumpti- 
on in uninſpired men to pronounce that profeſſion of the 
one faith to be inſufficient n, which the'inſpired Apo: 
tles declared to be ſufficient hen. How it ſhould eyerFWyour | 
come into your Head, to quote three Texts of ſcripture, ¶ any fi 
for juſtifying the Synodical ſubſcription, when one of Wor he 
them ſays not hing for you, and tuo of them a great deal Wniicicr 
againſt you is beſt known to yourſelf, The application ¶ knev- 
you make of this Air Rule, is a little ſurprizing; you Himfe 
expreſs it thus, p. io © U pon the firſt Rule, the ſubſcrib- ¶ prude: 
ing body are ready, as far as opportunity, and the neceſ ¶ I coimn 
* fary Laws of Chriftian prudence will permit, to joyn in NCedib 
Religious Communion with all who make a Credible Hat / 


© profeilion of the neceſſary Doctrines of the common faith : t 
of true Chriſtians, and have a Converſation, conſiſtent with u or: 
that profeſſion. I expected ſomething from you here, in M/c7:6:: 


defence of theSynods impoſitions, ſupportedby your /rf 


the ju 
ScriptureRule ; but you don't ſo much as attempt it. 1 ob- 


in Juc 


ſerve, that you make the ſubſcribers joyning in religious Th 
Communion with others, even where a Credible profeſſion MWBody 
is made of the neceſſary Doctrines of the Common Faith, V. 12 


accompanyed with a Converſation conſiſtent with it, to havir 
depend upon the neceſſary Laws of Chriſtian prudence ;  ough 
by this means, you may break Communion, as often as ficie! 
you ſhall think it prudent to do it; you may difobey ; ledge 

the poſitive Laws of Chriſt, which command you to hold IF thov 
- Communion with all who are qualified for it and entitled ſenti 
to it, by the Laws of the Goſpel. The Command of to pt 
Chriſt has not left it to your prudence, to determine ¶ tian 
whether you ought to hold or break Communion with ri, 
any one. The Conditions of Communion are invariably Ii of 2/ 
fixed in the Goſpel, and you can't refuſe Communion to t 
any who comply with them. This principle of yours Hor 
eſtabliſneth an Arbitrary power of breaking thro' ——— Grac 

aws 
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Laws of the Redeemer, and ſuppoſeth that there may 
be ſome caſes wherein the keeping of them may be a- 
gainſ the neceſſary Laws of Chriſtian prudence ; which 
£5 an injurious reflection upon the Divine Laws and their 
Author, as if you were wiſer than Hz, and could by 
your prudence correct and amend THEN. If there be 


* ; 4 4 


any ſuch caſes as you ſuppoſe either Chriſt foreſaw them, 
of Wor he did not; to aſſert the latter, is to deny his Om- 
a Nniſcience; and, therefore, you muſt grant that he perfectly 


knew them. If fo, then he has given us Laws which 
Himſelf knew would want the Correction of Human 
prudence. This is, in effect to make our Saviour ſay, | 
I command you to live in Communion with all who make 4  *Þ 


in N Credible profeſſion of my Religion, and who live ſuitable to | 
lea: profeſſion ; but, notwithſtanding of this Law, I leave | 
th to jour vwn prudence, whether you will obey or diſobey | 
th Ni order. I do not think that your defence of the Sub- 
in {M/c7i5ing Body do's them any Honour; and I will do it 


the juſtice, as to declare, that I do not believe they agree 
b- Win Judgment with you in this particular. 

us The Second Scripture Rule claimed by the Subſcribing 
on Body for warranting their conduct (as you repreſent it 
h, . 12) is this, The ſecond Rule is, That Chriſtians, 
to having ſecur'd theſe firſt Principles of reveal'd Religion, 
e; ¶ought to go on to Perfection; that is, make the beſt Pro- 
as ficiency they can, by the Grace of God, in uſeful Know- 
y ledge, and the Diſcovery of evangelical Truths, which, 
1d though not of equal Importance with the known Ef- 
d ſentials of Chriſtianity, yet may be of. conſiderable uſe 
of to promote Reformation by their influence upon Chriſ- 
ae tian Practice, and their Connections withthe Laws of 
th Crit. Sec Heb. vi. 1. Therefore leaving the Principles 
ly / the Doctrine of Chrift, let us go on unto perfetiion ; 
to WM mt laying aguin the Foundation Repentance from dead 
rs Mork, andof Faith towards God. 2 Pet. iii. 18. But grow in 
at WW Grace, and in the knowledge of our Lord and Saviour 775 
2 85 Chr 14 5 


86 A Derzncs of ' 
Chriſt, &c ANSW. ThisRuledo's no ſervice to your Cauſe 
For we may go on to perfection, and grow in knowleds, 
without any ſubſcription to the Wefiminfter-Confeſſion 
or any other human Confeſſion, impoſed as a ſole and ex. 
cluſtve Teft of orthodoxy. I ſhould rather think that thi 
Scripture Rule is againſt you. For an Impoſed ſub. 
ſcription to human Confeſſions diſcourages a free and im- 
partial ſearching of the Scriptures, which is one of the 
moſt neceſſary means of our growth in Chriſtian know. 
ledge, and of our going on to perfection. For any one 
who has ſabſcribed any of theſe human Confeſſions, ac- 
cording to the Formulas uſually. preſcribed in the Church. 
es that Impoſe them, is laid under very great Difficulti 
and Diſcouragements in the ſtudy of the Scriptures. Far 
if he ſhould review his ſubſcription, and find ſome Ar. 
ticle falſe, which he thought true when he ſubſcribed it, 
(a caſe very ſuppoſable, where men are honeſt and Im- 
partial in their Enquiries) he is laid under this DIL EMMA] 
either, he muſt conceal his opinion, and ſtifle the dif- 
covery he has made of Divine Truth; which, if diſcoyer- 
ed, might propagate truth, and do real ſervice for the en. 
creaſe of Chriſtian knowledge; and fo his Conſcience i 
graveled by an omiſſion of his duty: or, if he ſhoul 
vent his opinion, and ſupport it by arguments, a cry 0 
error, or perhaps, hereſy is raiſed againſt him, and the 
bulk of people will never go farther in their Enquirie; 
than to try whether he has contradicted an article of thei 
peculiar favourite Confeſſion : whereas if there were n 
fuch Impoſed Teft, all people would freely examine hi 
Doctrine by the BiBrt ; and would either receive or r. 
ject it, according, to the true evidence of the Law and ih 
Teſtimony. And, by this means, knowledge would encreaſ 
Having ſhown you, that this Scripture Rule is ſo f 
from warranting, that it condemns the conduct of the Sy 
nod, I will endeayour to ſhow you, that your applicatiot 
of it is nothing to your purpoſe. You apply it ( p. 13 

| | | fl 
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in the following words. As to the ſecond Rule of Serip- 
ture, we think we have an inviolable Claim to the Rights 
« of private Judgment, equally with all Chriſtians; eſpe- 
« cially theſe who are in the holy Miniſtry, in aſſociat- 
© ing ourſelves for the neceſſary Defence of that ColleQi- 
© on of Scripture Doctrines, fairly contain d in the Veſ- 
| © min/ter-Confeſſion ; to the joint Belief whereof we have 
© attain'd,by the Bleſſing of God upon our impartial En- 
© quiries after Truth; we look on theſe Doctrines as the 
© Do&rines of Jeſus, which are according to Godlineſs, 


© tian People's Edification ; and one wou'd readily think 
© that other Chriſtian Societies, have as good a Right 
© to aſſociate to the beſt Advantage they can, as the Belfaf# 
© Society can pretend to. If any are of Sentiments con- 
© trary to ours, we are far enough from impoſing the 

Terms of our voluntary and private Aſſociation upon 
© them; but if they will make any Attempt to impoſe 
© upon us a Scheme of unlimited Communion, everſive 

© of our Aſſociation, before-mentioned; in that caſe we 

© have better Reaſon, to adopt the Apoſtle's Words, Gal. 

© ii. 5. than the Belfa Society; and not to give place 
© by ſubjection to the Presbytery of Antrim, no not for 

an Hour, that the Truth of theGoſpel may be continued. 
ANS W. I. In what you have ſaid, you have dropt the 

{cripture Rule out of your argument; and, advanced a- 
nother plea in it's ſtead, of a different nature, viz. your 
claim to the Rights of private Judgment. Had you ſtuck 
by the ſcripture Rule, you ſhould have proved, that our 
obligation to grow in knowledge and to go on to perfection 
do's juſtify your excluſive Tefl. But this you wav®pru- 
dently enough. You amuſe your Reader, in making a 
ſpecious pretence to ſcripture Rules from which you don't 
ſo much as attempt to form an Argument. ANSW, II. 
That all Chriſtians, whether you conſider each individual 
perſon ſeparately, or whether you conſider them as form- 


ing 


% 


© of greater or leſſer Importance to our own or our Chriſ- 
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ing themſelves into Societies for ſerving the purpoſes of 


Chriſtianity, have a juſt claim to the Rights of Conſei. 
ence and private Judgment, I freely grant, you are at 


full Liberty to make the beſt you can of this Conceffions 


But, you'll find, that this Argument is of full force a- 
gainſt you. For I have already proved, that all un. 
ſcriptural Terms of Communion are a grievous eneroach- 
ment on the Rights of Conſcience and private Judgment, 
(P. 14, 15+ 16. ), and that all human Excluſive Tefts of 
Divine Truths are unſcriptural Terms of Communion, 
and T haye ſhown, wherein they do evidently encroach 
on theſe Rights, ( P. 43, 44, 45.) to which I refer you. 
You ſeem to be very ſcarce of arguments for your Cauſe, 


when you are under a neceſſity of preſſing arguments 


ANSW, 


into it's ſervice, which are directly againſt it. 


III. It is impoſlible, that the Synod's Right of private 
Judgment can give them any Power or Authority to 


trample on the Rights of others; for every Chriſtian 
has an equal Right of Conſticnce and private Judg- 
ment, with that on a General Council, for he has a Right 


to examine all their Decrees and Doctrines by the word of 


God, and to receive or reſect them, as he ſhall find juſt 
1 cauſe, as they ale agreeable or di (agreeable to that per- 
fect and only Rule of Faith. This is the only prineiple 
on which PRoTESTANTISM can ſtand; for it you take it 
away, the REFORMATION falls with it Therefore, the 
General Synod can have no Right to infringe the Rights 
of our Conſcience and private Judgment, as they actually 
do by their Exclgſive Teff, ANS W. IV. All the Right 
of private Judgment that truly belongs to the Synod in 
this a$air, is, to judge for themſelves, but not for others, 
whether the propoſitions contained in the Weſftminſler- 
Confeſſion be true or falſe. But the debate between the 
Synod and us, is not whether the ConfeſF n be all true, 
and: free from Error; but, whether the Synod have a 
Right toimpoſe that Authoritative Explanation of Divine 
Truths, and the very human Words containing it, as a 
| — T erm 
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erm of Communion. To do this, is not a judging for 


Eherſclves only (which I acknowledge to be their Right) 
ut 2 judging for all others, on whom they Impoſe their 


Ixclufive Teſt, to which they have no manner of Right: 
\nd it is but a meer playing or quibling upon words, to 
all this a Right of private Judgment, when it amounts to 
claim of an Athoritative public Judgment, deſigned to 
letermine the Judgment and practice of others, under 
very ſevere penalty, if they will not-Conform to it. It 
san uncommon degree of aſſurance in you to aſſert, 
hat if any are of ſentiments contrary to yours, you are far 
nough from impoſing the Terms of your Cann and 
rivate aſſociation upon them. If you haveſever read the 
Acts of your General Synods, recited in this DEEENcR, 
. 38, 39, 40, 41. you muſt ſee the notorious falſhood 


f your own allegation. In theſe Acts, a ſubſcription to 


he Confeſſion is impoſed on all Candidates, upon pain 
their being denied Licence, ORDINATION or INSTALL= 
lex T; upon pain of Sus ENI Ox tothe Miniſter preſiding, 
ndof DEsrosrrro to the perſon ordained, and under a pe- 
alty on all the Congregations within the Synod, that they 
hall have no Minſters from you, unleſs they will chuſe 
#b/cribers only. If this be not impoſing your ſentiments 
n others, T think it impoſſible for you to give one ſingle 
1/tlance of an IMPOSTrION within the vilible Church. 
Pray, what has any Church upon earth done, that may 


de called an Impoſition of their ſentiments upon others, 


dut what the General Synod has done? The Impoſers 
ave commanded certain Doctrines, as they have autho- 
itatively explained them,to be profeſſed,and certain things 
o be done, which they ſpecify in ſome Canon or Law, 
Mabliſhed by the Sanction of rewards and puniſhments ; 
hich puniſhments are inflicted incaſe of diſobedience, 
nd which rewards they diſtribute upon a Conformi- 
y to their Laws. The Synod has done all this; and 
is not in the power of any Church upon earth to do 
NM more, 
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more, to deſerve the Character of being INPOS FRS of the 
own ſentiments upon others than to puniſh others for ni 


Sole Legi/lative power cannot be uſurped without heinou 
guilt, by the bowels of Compaſſion and mercy you ought 


0 f you! 


| | the 
thinking as the Impoſers think, and for not acting as thy 2. me 


Impoſers command them to act. 


8 ward 
If you ſhould urge, that your Judgment leads you t K Di 
Impoſe the Veſtiminſter-Confeſſion upon all Candidate might 
&c. and to ſecure ſubſcription to it by all the penaltis 55 
annexed to your Laws, and this Impoſition is a points 
action of yours, of which you muſt have a power to judgMW;,.,4;, 
and that it would be a fin in you not to impoſe it, whalf:;., C 
you look on yourſelves bound in Conſcience to do . of this 
(Thus, I have put your argument in a much ſtrongaliſl,ied | 
Light than you have done yourſelf.) In anfwer to thy of Je: 
Difficulty, I would carneftly beſeech all my Revereni gicati. 
Brethren, who pretend to juſtify their conduct upon thi ner, th 
ſoundation, to conſider ſeriouſly theſe few things. Fi ſure) 
As I muſt ſuppoſe this to be an erring Conſcience, th Body, 
has put you upon theſe impoſtng diviſive meaſures you att act 
have gone into for ſome years, it is I think your Duty be Ton 
fore Godtore-examine your own conduct, to be patient i and l 
contradiction, to conſider calmly what has been ſaid of of J\ 
both ſides of the Queſtion, and to diveſt yourſel ves of ali to c 
prejudices, that you may be open to conviction, and no liber 
aſhamed to own your miſtake, upon your being betta you 
informed; which has always been the practice of al poſe 
wiſe and good men. Let me conjure you by the Ho not 
nour of the Lord Redeemer, whoſe Royal Supremacy ani Anc 


to have for the oppreſſed Conſciences of your Brethren, 
by your pity for the bleeding wounds of the Body 0 
Chrift received by the ſchiſm and rent you have mad: 
in it, by your inviolable regard to the Holy Scriptur 
which are diſnonoured by the ſuperſtitious regard pail 
to the human words of any Impoſed Teſt, by the dange 
of giving offence and laying 4  fumbling-block in the way 

| | 01 
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the; your Brethren, and by the regard you ought to have 
" or the Liberty wherein you are commanded to fland faſt ; 
Let me conjure you, I ſay, to review your paſt conduct 
wards us. You are now got out of the heat of Synodi- 
al Diſputations, on theſe heads. Eighteen years time 
ght be ſufficient to give you coolneſs of temper and 
pacific diſpoſitions. Our Debates have not turned on 
points of meer ſpeculation ; they are Important points o 

practice, upon which the peace and unity of the Chriſ- 
tian Church depend. Excuſe I beſeech you, the freedom 
of this Addreſs, which is the effect of a fervent undiſem- 
bled Love and zeal for your happineſs, and ſor the peace 
of JERUSALEM. I have no other way left me of commu- 
nicating my ſentiments to you, than in this public man- 
ner, the relation 1 once ſtood in to you having ceaſed. Iaſ- 
ſure you, that Ieſteemed it an Honour to be a member of your 
Body, but a GREATER HoxoR 70 be caſt out of it for my 
attachment to the Glorious Cauſe of Chriſtian, Liberty. 
To me it is given not only to believe, hut to ſuffer for Chriſt 
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1 on of Judgment remains, no power upon earth has'a Right 
ag to control it, ſo as to compell you to act againſt the de- 
1 00 liberate dictates of your own mind. But, Thirdly, Tho' 


eta vou ſhould think your ſelves obliged inConſcience to im- 


f al 
Ho 
and 
nous 


ugli 


poſe your Excluſive Human Teſts upon others, it will 


of what is falſe in it ſelf and injurious to the Rights of 
other men's Conſciences. The arguments for proof of 
your violating the Divine Law by your Impoſitions are 
ſtrong and concluſive ; and a great deal of difference is 
to be made between an error of Judgment that affects no 
wr body but the man himſelf who errs, and an Error that 
paid deprives others of the priviledges of the Goſpel-Charter. 
nge There is great guilt before God in rejecting any ofChriſts 
Wal faithful ſervants whom he has commanded you to re- 

0 M 2 ceiye 
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and his cauſe. Secondly, I grant, that while this Error 


not follow, that the Judgment you form is true and juſt. 
And you can have no right to aſſociate for the defence 


92 ii + 
ceive. The Revelation is plain that forbids you to d 
this, and, therefore, your Error in Judgment, tho” it maj 
extenuate, will not abſolye you fromthat guilt. You 
muſt anſwer for it at the Great Day of Final Judy 
ment, where your plea, of your doing this from Igno- 
rance and Error, will not be ſuſtained as a juſtifiable cauſt 
of your conduct. All perſecutors make the ſame plea; they 
think they are doing God Service, when they kill men 
for Conſcience ſake. Perjury, murther and lying are juf- 
tified by ſome, for the good of the Church; and their 


Rights of private Judgment are pleaded in defence of al 


theſe atrocious Crimes; which evidently proves, that no 
plea from the Rights of private Judgment can juſtify x 
mans doing a bad action that is oppreſſive to his neigh- 
bour, even tho' it ſhould appear to him that do's it to be 
juſt and Laudable. ANSW. V. You charge us very, 
unjuſtly with an attempt to Impoſe upon you a Scheme 
unlimited Communion when you know it to be our pro- 
feſſed principle, and practice too, to reject from Com- 
municn all whom our Bleſſed Lord hath commanded uz 
to reject. Our ſentiments of ChriſtianDiſcipline are clearly 
expreſſed in our Eflay on Church- Authority, publiſhed in 
1731 in theſe words p. 70,71 © Chriſtian Diſcipline may 
© be term'd a Divine Inſtitution, appointed by our Lord 
© Jeſus Chrift, the only King and Head of His Church, 
© for preſerving the Purity of Religion and ReligiousCom- 
© munion, tor the Reformation of the Scandalous, and the 


© Conſolation of the Penitent. For which Ends, the Laws 


of Chriſt command and oblige al Chriſtians and Chriſt- 
© an Societies, to refuſe all uneceſſary familiar Converſa- 
tion, and Religious Communion and the Tokens of it, to 
© every preſeſs d Chriſtian who ſhall upon clear and 
< ſufficent Evidence be convicted of any Error or immo- 
© ral practice, which (according to the Goſpel-Law ) doth 
© diſqualify Chriſtians for Religious Communion, L 

| \ rende 
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render them unworthy of it. And the Laws of Chriſt 
may do oblidge and command all Chriſtians and Chriftian 
Societies, to receive again into Religious Communion all 
vho have been juſtly excommunicated, upon their making 


i ſible Fruits of it. Our Account of Chriſtian Diſci- 
V. 15 25 37 4» 5» 6, 7, I, 12, 13. 2 Cor. ii. 6, 2 Gal. 
ij. 17, 18. 1 Tim. v. 19, 20. 1 Tim. vi 3, &s 5: 


Rev. ii. 2, 1% 15, 20. N 

Tunxsk Paſſages of Scripture prove, that ſcandalous 
Members of the Church, duly convicted, and remaining 
© impenitent, ought to be caſt out; as the Inceſtuous (- 
© rinthian was; being as much diſqualified for Religious 
© Communion, as Heathens. We are Commanded to tel 
© them their faults, to tell the Church, to receive Accuſations, to 
try to admoniſh,to rebuke, toreject, to note, to ſhame, to bewail, 
© to withdraw, to put away, not to eat nor keep company 
with them, but to purge ou? ſuch Leaven And to com- 
© fors and forgive them, upon' their Repentance. All 
© this ought to be done, that others may fear; that the 
© whole Lump may not be leavened with infectious, and 
© ſcandlous Errors and Immoralities ; that the offending 
Brother may be gain d, and that his Spirit may be ſaved 
© in the Day of the Lord Yeſus. Pray, fir, is this a ſcheme 
| of unlimited Communion © and wherein do the presbytery 
of Antrim require any ſubjeCtion at your hand? and, 
therefore, with what face can you pretend to adopt the 
Apoſtles. words, Gal. ii. 5, as a plea againſt them who 
| are impoſing nothing upon you ? For us againſt whom 

all the Impoſitions are leveled, to uſe it as a clear proof 
of the Rights and Liberties of the Chriſtian Church, was 
natural and juſt. 122 2223 
There is a couple of ſtraggling ſentences in your paper, 


a credible Profeſſion of Repentance, and ſhewing the 
« pline is confirm'd from Matth. xviii. 15, 16, 17. 1 Cr. 
© vi. 1. 2 Thef}. iii. 6, 7, 14, 15. 1 Tim i. 19, 20. 2 Tim. 


| 0 2 Tim. iii. 212 Tit. 1:1. 10, 1 1. 2 Joh. 95 IO, 11. 
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on which you ſeem to lay ſome ſtreſs for jquſtify ing the 
Synod's impoſed ſubſcription. The 77rft of them, is in 
theſe words, p. 14. If it be alledged, that Impoſing 


© of a ſet Form of Doctrines is unwarantable, we cant 


© help alledging to the contrary that Chriſtian Truths haye 

Chriſt's own Authority to warrant the Impoſition of 
them. The ſecond is in theſe words, p. 15. In the 
© Impoſition of Formulas of true Chriſtian Faith, Chriſt 
© himſelt ( whoſe Truths, theſe contained in ſuch For- 
© mulas are) is the Bleſſed Impoſer ANSW. I. Grant- 
ing, that thoſe Formulas contain Truth, it will not fol- 
low, that Chriſt is the Impoſer of the human Formulas in 
which truth is expreſſed. TheHumanFormula is impoſed by 
Fallible men, as a Term of Communion, for which they 
have no authority from the Laws of Chriſt ; neither is it 


true, that Chriſtian Truths have Chriſt's own Au- 


thority to warrant the Impoſition of them. Chriſtian 
Truths have indeed, Chriſts Authority to warrant 
the belicf of them; but they have not Chriſt's Authorit 


to empower fallible men to form and impoſe an Autbo- | 


ritative explication of them upon others. And this is 


the only thing that can be called Impoſing of Chriſtian 


Truths, or rather of what we apprehend and believe to 


be Chriſtian Truths. It is the Duty of every Miniſter to 


interpret the Laws of God to his hearers, according to 


the beſt of his underſtanding. But to impoſe his own Þ 
Expoſitions and Sermons would be to make himſelf Lord | 
of their faith, to aſſume to himſelf a Dominion over 
their faith, which belongs to none but to our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt. ANSW. II. It is abſolutely falſe that any 


men have a power to require the profeſſion of every 


Chriſtian Truth, as a Term of Communion. ' The ſcrip- {Ml 
tures are deſigned for the Benefit of all mankind. In 
them there are high and ſublime Truths, which will ex- 
erciſe the greateſt Genius, employ the ſtrongeſt Capacity, | 


and be work cnough tor the greateſt degree of * 
9 | — 
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and learning. And men of thoſe rare qualities and talents 
may diſcover many Truths in them, which others, of a 
lower ſize of underftanding, of a meaner Education, and 
who are inevitably deprived of their leſure and opportu- 
nities, can never find out, nor even perceive the evidence 
of, after they are detected by men of a ſuperior Genius. 
There are a great many juſt Conſequences from Scrip- 
ture, which are not equally evident to all, which a great 
many cannot ſee at all. Now, it would be cruel and 
uncharitable, to impoſe all theſe deductions of human 
reaſoning, as terms of Communion, upon the Diſciples 
of Chriſt, who commands us to receive the weak in the 


uncharitable to impoſe them upon the Strong; becauſe 
many who deſeve hat Character cAxN OT SEE them, and 
may be of a different mind, very conſiſtently with true 
piety, good ſenſe and ſolid Learning. The Apoſtle 
Paul gave an inſpired deciſion on the debates between 
the Jewiſh and Gentile Converts. I know { ſays he 


that there is nothing unclean of it ſelf. But did he allow 
the profeſſion of his Truth to be impoſed, as a Term 


with the Jewiſh Chriſtians on that fcore ? No. He 


= you have here advanced, the greateſt corrupters of Chriſ- 
tianity have played the ſureſt game, for the propogation 
and continuance of their moſt pernicious Errors; all 
which they have Impoſed, under the Notion of Chriftian 
Truths. For if once they believe, that they have a power of 
Impoſing every Chriftian Truth, they muſt have a powerof 


ofa power which you grantthem. Were thisno morethan 
the abuſe of a proper power granted them by the Goſpel- 
Charter, I would not pretend to make an argument of 
it. But it is chargeable not on the abuſe, but on the 


; 5 


faith but not to doubtful diſputations. Nay, it is utterly 


Rom. xiv. 14. / and am perſuaded by the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


of Communion, and the Impoſers to break Communion 


ſtrictly forbids it. ANSW. III. Upon the principles 


judging what is Chriſtian Truth, in order tothe Execution 


che Authority of Chriſt. And, therefore, I juſtly charge 
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Mar parion of a power, which they have not received, and 
Which they aſſume and exerciſe, wrrnour and acamsr la 


1 


it upon your prim iples, which eſtabliſh urs power. 
3 A DEFEN CE of 
THE FOURTH PROPOSITION. 


This propoſition ( ſee p. 7, 8.) contains proper Heads 
of Argument, by which it is capable of ſo clear and full 
a proof as hardly to need any farther Illuſtration, than 
to explain the Terms. That, to impoſe a Declaration of 
aſſent to the Veſiminſter-Confeſſion upon parents, as the 
condition of the baptiſm of their children, is a new Term 
of Communion, is proved by all the arguments by which 
I have proved, that ſuch an Aſſent Impoſed upon Cans , 
didates is a new term of Communion. That it encourag- 
es an Implicit- Faith; and the taking of the name of God 
in vain by the greateſt number ot parents, is evident from 
their want of ſufficient Capacity, education,and opportu- 
nity to enable them to proſeſs their aſſent with under- 
ſtanding and Judgment; and therefore their aſſent muſt | 
be given with Implicit Faith or not at all; and they can't 
but take the name of God in vain, when they Solemnly 
declare an Aﬀent in his preſence, to what they do not 
know. Baptiſm is a ſeal of the Chriſtian Covenant to 
which the ſeed of the Paithful are entitled ; and there- 
fore, the refuſal of it is arbitrary, and a groſs abuſe of 
the paſtoral office. 0 

To this propoſition you anſwer, p. 18, in thoſe words. 
This propoſition ſeems to be founded on Calumny and 
Miſtepreſentation, carrying in it an invidious infinua- 
© tion, as if either the ſubſcribing Body had made a Rule 
© requiring all parents to declare their aſſent to the Veſ- 
© minſier-Confeſſion as the condition of the Baptiſm of 
their children; or, as if many of the ſubſcribing Mini- 

. ſters 
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and gers had made a practice of it to require ſuch a De- 
claration. You acknowledge (Ibid.) that if it he the 
arge Wommon practice of any of our Miniſters to make ſuch 
Rule for themſelves, there is indeed, ſome ground for 
the hideous complaint contained in this propoſition 
put then you add, but if it be altogether falſe and 
groundleſe, as J firmly believe it is, till theſe charitable 
© accuſers of their ſubſcribing Brethren prove their 


cads © charge, they ought to .be regarded as chargeable 
full N. with an inftance of the vileſt detraction. AN SW. 
oy. ro make ſhort work of this, I undertake to prove the 
MN © 


charge, by the Teſtimony of two unexceptionable wit- 
neſſes ; the firſt is that of the late Reverend Mr. Aber- 


en WMncthy, who in the Dxrtnce of the SEASONABLE Apvics, . 
hich gays, 7. 42. © fince Mr. M. has made it neceſſary to ſpeak 
an- out this matter, I affirm it is Fact, that the very offence 
ag Wc avowedto be taken at the nonſubſcribing Miniſters, and 
God for which ſome parents have refuſed to have their children 
rom, baptiſed by them, and applyed to other Miniſters for 
tu- (that miniſteration, was, that they did not abſolutely bind 
ler- the parents to the Confeſſion ;, expreſſing it in terms 
wit WF which I am not willing to repeat, and did not require 
in't © them to profeſs it as the Confeſſion of their faiib' The 
nly Fend, is that of the late Reyd. Mr. Haliday, who in 
not his Introduction to his Reaſons againſt the Impoſition of 
to ſubſcription to the Weſtminiſter-Confeſſon of Faith &c. 
re- faith p. 8, 9. In many Congregations within the 
of © bounds of this ſynod, parents are required, when their 
N children are baptiſed, to declare their aſſent to all the 


principles contained in that book ;---------------T his. 

© many of the Common people call their being ſworn into 

© that Confeſſion, and their having their children baptiſed 

into it. I know it alſo from Experience that ſome Mi- 
niſters have been deſerted by their hearers, for refuſing. 

8 Fay | to 


98 5 A'Dzxrincet of | 
to ſwear them into the Confeſſion of Faith, upon ſuffi « C. 
* octeaſions. An oath which few, if any, of our hear Wh 
* are qualified to take, with underſtanding ' To the Te mis P. 
timony of theſe two worthy Men, I can add my owy x, w 
from perſonal knowledge. When I was endeayouring i nin ſfe 
the year 1722, to convince ſome of my heaters, thaliff dren. 
their ſcruples againſt continuing under my Miniſter merit 
were groundleſs, and particularly the Scruple they had Strict 
becauſe I would not ur parents into the Confeſſin mart 
of Faith, at the baptiſm of theirchildren, I defended: mij no cl 
practice from the mea, that now appear in our fourth feſſi 
pPropoſition, to which one of them anſwered, that he . upo 
der ſtood every Article in that Confeſſion, and could be ſafe 
Sworn into it. I anſwered, that tho I believed his ſiq; 
cexrity in ſpeaking as he thought, I could not think that to 
he underſtood and believed all that is ſaid in that Cops 
feſſion. Upon which I asked him two queſtions, to 
which he gave plain and poſitive anſwers, in a flat Con- 
tyudiction to tuo Articles of that Confeſſion. The Ar- th 
ticles were read to him, to which he gave this ſuprizing ut 
anſwer, Sir, you did not deal fairly by me; you ought o a 
have fir read me the Articles, and then I would haue n 
anſwered you right. I do further declare, that I hae 
heard divers ſubſcribing Miniſters take the obligation of ! 
| 


ave P 


parents, at the baptifm of their children, in the following 
words, Jon do promiſe to bring up your child in the prin- 
ciples of the proteſtant Reformed Religion, As THE SAME 
are contained at large in the Holy Scriptures, AND SUM- 
MEKLY COMPREHENDED in our Confeſſion of Faith and 
Gates hiſms, larger and ſhorter, and this in my humble 
opinion, comes fully up to the caſe put in this propo- 
tion. I make it my earneſt requeſt that you would 
tay home to your own Conſcience this Queſtion, who 
is it now that oug ht to be regarded as chargeable with 
an inſtance of the vileſt detraction? You? or Ws? I 
ny haye 
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aye proved our charge to be true, and yours to be falſe, 
et Conſcience draw the Concluſion. ö : 
When you have nothing to ſay againſt the truth of 


mis Propoſition, you fall a carping at the concluſion of 


t, which ſets forth our way of recommending the et. 


I minſter-Confeſſion to parents at the baptiſm of their chil- 


dren. Which. having little or nothing to do with the 
merits of the Cauſe, I ſhall diſſmiſs with a very few 
Strictures. Ye ſay, that we recommend to our people, ſum- 
maries of Chriſtian Doctrines, to which we ourſelves have 
no clearneſs to Subſcribe. And what, then? The Con- 
feſſion is an unſcriptural Term of Communion impoſed 
upon us; and therefore, that we may make a juſt re- 
monſtrance againſt ſuch an uſurpation of Chriſts Supre- 
macy, and aſſert our Chriſtian Liberty, we are not clear 
to ſubſcribe it, nor to gize place by ſubection, no not for 
dun hour to thoſe who impoſe it. But as your impoſing 
this Book do's not make it a bad book, we make a good 
uſe of it ourſelves, and recommend a good uſe of it to 
the Chriſtian people, when you are making a very bad 
uſe of it; when you are making it an Engine of &c hiſm 
and Diviſion, we are making a proper uſe of it for pro- 
moting edification; and, particularly recommending it 
to parents as a good ſummaryof the main heads to Chriſſian 
Doctrine; and ſeeing children are to be chiefly inſtruct- 
ed in the main Heads of the Chriſtian Doctrine (and their 
parents too) and are not to be ſuppoſed capable of decid- 
ing all the nice points, recited in the Confeſſion; for 
that reaſon, we carry our recommendation no farther than 
as it relates to thoſe main Heads, becauſe carrying it any 
farther could ſerve no gopd purpoſe. This you invidi- 
ouſly call a blotting out with the one hand what we ſubftribe 
with the other; and that an indefinite reſervation in aur 
' ſubſcription is a raſure 8 it. Your head is got 2 
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. 54 Divine! of 
of Subſcription, that you trump it up upon every « oc 
caſion, as people do their By-woRDs, without thinking 
on what they ſay. One objection is, that we recommend 
what we will oz ſubſcribe ; another objection is, that we 
have ſubſcribed and made a raſure in our ſubſcription. With 
one fort of people, ſuch a looſe declamatory ramble may 
gain, and pals for a piece of poignant wit; but to ſuch 
as look for Argument, it will prove, but a lorry enter. 
tainment. Vour chief deſign ſeems to be, to compare our 
way of recommending the Conteſſion, with your form of 
doing it, which is this, as you repreſent i it, p. 19. The 
, ſubſcribing Miniſters intimatetothe parents,that having 
© impartially examined the Veſtminſter-Conſeſſion and 
©Catechiſms, and found the ſame agreeable to the Holy 
* Scriptures, and having ſubſcribed their aſſent thereunto, 
© not implicitly, but upon due conviction of their Con- 8 
© formity to the word of God, they have great clearneſs 
© to recommend to the Chriſtian parents the conſciencious 
© neruſal thereof; that proving all things they may hold 
« faſt the Collection of Chriſtian Doctrines mention d, and 
© teach their children accordingly. * Finding that you 
value yourſelves mightly upon this Form, I take leave 
to ſuggeſt theſe things to your ſerious conſideration! rſt 
you introduce your recommendation with a rank par 
preface, you aſſure the parents that you are of the ro 
popular party of Subſcribers : this appears to me to carry 
a great indecency 1n it, to give yourſelves ſuch airs in 
the ſolemn adminifteration of one of the ſeals of the 
New Covenant, inſinuating that none but one of your 
own Sectcan ſay what you ſet forth, and tends to depreci- 
ate a Divine Taſtitution, and to proſtitute it to a party- 
view; as if it had more virtue in it, for it's being diſpen- 
ſed by a' ſubſcriber. 2dly, I think it a great fault, that 
* do not pay a ſuihicient regard to the Holy Scriptures, 
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in this form of recommending theConfeſlion. For by find- 
ing fault with us, for recommending it only as a good ſum- 
meryof the main heads of the Chriſtian Doctrine, IL muſt 
conclude, that you recommend all the Integral parts of it, 


Win v hether Eſſential or uneſſential, to the Conſciencious 
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eruſual of all parents, tho' you know it to be quite im- 
poſſible for them to examine the whole according to the 
word of God. What muſt they do then, upon your re- 
commendation ? you have cyt out their proper work for 
them, when you inform them, that proving all things, 
they may hold faſt the Collection of Chriſtian Doctrines 
mentioned, and teach their children accordingly. .***** 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


7 far the Reverend Author had gone in his manuſcript, 
and no farther than page 89 in finiſbing for the preſs, 
when death deprived us of many bleſſings-'in his valuable 
life, compared with the leaf of which the ſupplying of this 
defect is but a trifle. I applyed however ta ſome of his 
friends for that purpoſe, who declined doing it, not from 
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any diffidence of the goodneſs of his cauſe, or the juſtneſs 
of his defence, nor from want of regard to his memory; 
but partly becauſe they imagined the argument had been 

ſufficiently exhauſted, and partly that ne occaſion might be 
given of, what they had reaſon to believe would be the caſe, 
repreſenting this as the joint work of ſeveral heads laid o- 


gether; a compliment to the author of a NewCreed conſidered -. 


which they had no mind to pay, conſidering his performanceas 
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Tittle worth the attention of any one of them, This they hag 
reaſon tothinł was the Doctors own judgment of it, uo * 
along time negleBed it, andat laſ was determined to conſiden 
merely to have an opportunity of explaining and defending ti 
liberty where with Chriſt has made us free from all um 
authoratative deciſons, and 2 ſhewing the foundation on whidl 
it refts. From page 89 therefore the Printer only is to 
cunſidered as the Publiſber; and he hopes that thoſe Gentle 
men who for the reaſons above did not think it propen 
add any thing to the performance of another, will, bot 
from a regard to the cauſe, and the memory of the deceaſedl 
make amends, if a ft occafion off ers, by ſomething of heiß 
own. | „ - 
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